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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
TRAVIS EDWARD TELFORD, BRIEF OF APPELLEE 
Petitioner/Appellant, Case No. 20000807-CA 
vs. : 
BOARD OF PARDONS, Priority No. 3 
Respondent/Appellee. 
NATURE OF APPEAL AND BASIS OF JURISDICTION 
Travis Telford appeals the trial court's grant of the Board of Pardon's (Board's) 
Motion to Dismiss his petition for Extraordinary Relief brought pursuant to Utah R. Civ. 
P. 65 B(d).1 This Court has jurisdiction under Utah Code Ann. § 78-2a-3(f) and Q) 
(1996). 
ISSUES ON APPEAL AND STANDARD OF REVIEW 
1. Did the trial court, following established law, correctly conclude that the 
Board's power to grant parole does not violate the separation of powers 
clause of Utah's constitution? 
2. Did the trial court, following established law, correctly conclude that the 
'The trial court's order is included as Addendum 9, "Trail Court's Order." (R. 179-182). 
Board could rely on evidence of Telford's contempt of court in determining 
his parole date? 
3. Did the trial court, following established law, correctly conclude that the 
Board's imposition of a parole date in excess of state guidelines did not 
violate substantive or procedural due process? 
The standard of review for questions of constitutional law, State v. Martinez, 896 
P.2d 38, 39 (Utah App. 1995), like all conclusions of law, is correctness. State v. Riggs, 
1999 UT App 271, If 7. 
RELEVANT PROVISIONS 
Any relevant statutes or rules will be quoted in the text. 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
On May 31, 1995, Telford was convicted of murder, a 1st Degree Felony, and 
committed to the Utah State Prison for a term of not less than five years nor more than 
life, with a consecutive enhancement of not less than one nor more than five years for the 
use of a firearm. See Addendum 1, "Judgment and Commitment." (R. 83-83). 
More than two years later, on September 27, 1997, at his codefendant's trial, 
Telford invoked his Fifth Amendment privilege, refusing to testify. See Addendum 2, 
"Transcript of Petitioner's Examination." (R. 87). During the examination, the court 
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informed petitioner that since no criminal charges were pending against him that he no 
longer had a Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination. Id. at 8. (R. 93). 
Accordingly, the trial court ordered petitioner to answer the questions put to him. Id. at 
9. (R. 94). 
Telford refused to comply with the trial court's order, and the court held him in 
contempt. Id. at 10-11. (R. 95-96). The trial court stated its intention to "write a letter to 
the Board of Pardons and explain to them the proceedings and the defendant's refusal to 
comply with the court's order." Id. at 11. (R. 96). The trial court's letter, if such a letter 
was ever written, is not included in the Board's file, nor does it appear on the court's 
docket. See Addendum 3, "Affidavit of Sharel S. Reber," (R. 79-80), and Addendum 4, 
"Court Docket," (R. 101-118). Likewise, it appears Telford's order of contempt was 
never entered, since it does not appear on the court docket, it is not in the Board's file, 
and it was not configured into Telford's "Time Matrix Guideline." See Addendum 4, 
"Court Docket,"(R. 101-118); Addendum 3, "Affidavit of Sharel S. Reber,"(R. 79-80); 
Addendum 5, "Time Matrix Guidelines,"(R. 120); and Addendum 6, "Hearing Officer's 
Letter." (R. 122-23). 
At Telford's original parole hearing he admitted that he refused to testify at his 
codefendant, Mr. Brandon Dalquist's, trial. See Addendum 7, "Transcript of Original 
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Hearing/' at 13. (R. 137). At the same hearing, the victim's father testified that he had 
with him the transcript of Telford's examination at the trial, showing Telford was held in 
contempt for refusing to testify. Id. at 15-16. (R. 139-40). The victim's father testified 
that Telford "has no respect for the court system" and that "he does not care about parole 
and has not tried to rehabilitate himself and should not be considered for parole." Id. 
With regard to his refusal to comply with the court's order, Telford was told at the 
hearing by the hearing officer that "this board will factor that unwillingness and reticence 
on your part, at that point in time, into our decision with regard to you and your sentence 
overall." Id. at 18. (R.142). A notation at the bottom of the Board's rational sheet used 
in deciding Telford's hearing date indicated "[c]ourt finding of contempt for refusal to 
testify at a defendant's trial an aggravating factor." See Addendum 8, "Board's 
Rationale." (R.148). 
SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT 
Separation of powers claim decided by established law. The Utah Supreme 
Court held in Padilla v. Utah Board of Pardons & Parole that the Board's parole power 
did not violate the separation of powers provision, making the trial court's rejection of 
this claim proper. 947 P.2d 664, 668-69 (Utah 1997). 
The Board's reliance on evidence of contempt was proper. In Northern v. 
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Barnes, this Court held that the Board has the "right to rely on any factors known . . . or 
later adduced . . . , and the weight to be afforded such factors in deciding whether [a 
prospective probationer] pose[s] a societal risk . . . " 825 P.2d 696, 699 (Utah App. 
1992), aff'd, 870 P.2d 914 (Utah 1993). Moreover, as established by both statute and 
case law, the Board's decisions regarding this type of issue are not subject to judicial 
review. See Utah Code Ann. § 77-27-5(3); Northern, 825 P.2d at 699. Following this 
established law, the trial court correctly concluded that the Board's reliance on Telford's 
contempt of court was proper, and that the Board's decision was not subject to judicial 
review. 
The Board's imposition of a parole date in excess of state guidelines does not 
violate substantive or procedural due process. The Utah Supreme Court in Preece v. 
House, held that where the Board decides upon a period of incarceration falling within the 
inmate's applicable indeterminate range "then that decision, absent unusual 
circumstances, cannot be arbitrary and capricious." 886 P.2d at 521. Following this 
established law, the trial court correctly concluded that Telford's substantive due process 
rights were not violated where the Board set his release date for March 2018, well within 
his indeterminate term of five years to life. 
The Utah Supreme Court in Labrum v. Utah State Bd. of Pardons, held that 
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procedural due process is satisfied where an inmate is provided timely knowledge of the 
information (or a summary thereof) that the Board will consider, which in turn provides 
him with a reasonable opportunity to prepare a response and/or rebuttal. 870 P.2d 902, 
909 (Utah 1993). Nothing is alleged supporting an assertion that these safeguards were 
not met. Accordingly, the trial court correctly concluded Telford's procedural due 
process rights were not violated. 
ARGUMENT 
I. THE TRIAL COURT, FOLLOWING ESTABLISHED LAW, 
CORRECTLY CONCLUDED THAT THE BOARD'S POWER TO GRANT 
PAROLE DOES NOT VIOLATE THE SEPARATION OF POWERS 
CLAUSE OF UTAH'S CONSTITUTION. 
Whether the Board's power to pardon and parole violates the separation of powers 
doctrine was decided by the Utah Supreme Court in Padilla . 947 P.2d at 669. There, 
an inmate sought extraordinary relief from the Board's actions as to his original parole 
grant hearing, alleging the Board's power to pardon and parole amounted to a 
"sentencing" function, which is inherently judicial. Id. at 666. Thus, he argued, the 
Board's power violated the separation of powers provision in the Utah Constitution. Id. 
The court labeled this argument "flawed," stating a court's power to sentence and the 
Board's power to pardon and parole "are two separate and distinct powers, neither of 
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which invades the province of the other." Id. at 669. 
While acknowledging under Utah's indeterminate sentencing that it is the Board 
that sets the actual number of years a defendant will serve, the court unequivocally held, 
"the Board's exercise of its parole power in setting determinate parole dates does not 
violate the separation of powers doctrine of article V, section 1 of the Utah Constitution." 
Id. Accordingly, Padilla, directly decides Telford's claim as to this issue, making the 
trial court's rejection of his separation of powers claim correct. 
II. THE TRIAL COURT, FOLLOWING ESTABLISHED LAW, 
CORRECTLY CONCLUDED THAT THE BOARD COULD RELY 
ON EVIDENCE OF TELFORD'S CONTEMPT OF COURT IN 
DETERMINING HIS PAROLE DATE. 
Allegations regarding the Board "sentencing" Telford for the court's finding 
of contempt are without merit. The only Board action taken was to consider this 
information in the Board's determination of Telford's parole date. As indicated by the 
hearing officer, it was taken as an indication of Telford's attitude. It was also one of 
many aggravating factors used by the Board in making its parole date determination. See 
Addendum 8, "Board's Rationale." (R. 148). The Board's consideration of Telford's 
attitude, exhibited by his refusal to follow a court order, however, is not "sentencing." 
Evidence presented to the Board regarding Telford's contempt included a 
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transcript of his examination, the testimony of the victim's father, and Telford's own 
testimony. The transcript clearly indicates that Telford was told by the court that he had 
no Fifth Amendment privilege, that he was ordered by the court to answer the questions 
put to him, and that he repeatedly refused to do so. The Board properly relied on the 
information presented to them, took that information into consideration, and made its 
determination. 
Utah case law clearly establishes that the Board's actions were appropriate, since 
the Board has a "right to rely on any factors known . . . or later adduced. . . , and the 
weight to be afforded such factors in deciding whether [a prospective probationer] 
posefsj a societal risk, . . . " Northern, 825 P.2d at 699 (emphasis added). A refusal to 
comply with a direct court order is definitely a factor that the Board has a right to rely on. 
Telford's attitude, as evidenced by his unjustified refusal to testify and comply with the 
court's direct order, was properly considered by the Board, and the Board has the right to 
determine the weight afforded this factor in determining Telford's continued risk to 
society. 
Moreover, Utah statutory law clearly states that"[decisions of the Board of 
Pardons in cases involving paroles, pardons, commutations or termination of sentence, 
restitution, or remission of fines or forfeitures are final and are not subject to judicial 
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review." Utah Code Ann. § 77-27-5(3). Accordingly, the Board's reliance on known 
factors, and the weight afforded those factors, "are precisely the kinds of issues that are 
not subject to judicial review under section 77-27-5(3)." Northern, 825 P.2d at 699. 
The trial court, based on established law, correctly concluded that the Board's 
consideration of this evidence in determining Telford's parole date was entirely proper. 
The trial court also correctly concluded that such Board considerations are not subject to 
judicial review. 
The Board's actions did not violate the separation of powers provision. 
As discussed earlier, the Board's action in setting parole dates, exactly the action 
at issue here, does not violate the separation of powers provision. Padilla, 947 P.2d at 
669. The Board rightfully considered evidence produced at Telford's parole date hearing, 
including his repeated refusal to comply with a direct court order, in setting his parole 
date. This information, indicative of Telford's attitude toward authority, as well as his 
attitude toward the legal system, is precisely the type of information the Board must 
utilize in making parole determinations. Moreover, given the extremely serious nature of 
Telford's crime, murder, each piece of information available to the Board must 
necessarily be weighed carefully. The Board's actions were clearly within their power to 
pardon and parole, and did not violate the separation of powers doctrine. 
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III. THE TRIAL COURT, FOLLOWING ESTABLISHED LAW, 
CORRECTLY CONCLUDED THAT THE BOARD'S IMPOSITION 
OF A PAROLE DATE IN EXCESS OF STATE GUIDELINES DOES 
NOT VIOLATE SUBSTANTIVE OR PROCEDURAL DUE 
PROCESS 
Whether the Board violates substantive due process rights by imposing a parole 
date which exceeds the sentencing guidelines was decided by the Utah Supreme Court in 
Preece v. House, 886 P.2d 508 (Utah 1994). Preece held that, "so long as the period of 
incarceration decided upon by the board of pardons falls within an inmate's applicable 
indeterminate range, e.g., five years to life, then that decision, absent unusual 
circumstances, cannot be arbitrary and capricious." 886 P.2d at 512. Accordingly, the 
trial court correctly concluded Telford's substantive due process rights were not violated 
by the Board's decision to set March 2018 as his parole release date, a date well within 
his indeterminate-range sentence of five years to life. 
Procedural due process is met where an inmate is provided timely knowledge of 
the information (or a summary thereof) that the Board will consider, which in turn 
provides him with a reasonable opportunity to prepare a response and/or rebuttal. 
Labrum, 870 P.2d at 909. These standards apply at the original parole hearing, as well as 
any parole hearing at which an inmate's release date is fixed or extended. Neel v. Holden, 
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886 P.2d 1097, 1100 (Utah 1994). Where nothing alleged supports an assertion that these 
safeguards were not met, the trial court correctly concluded Telford's procedural due 
process rights were satisfied. 
CONCLUSION 
The trial court's order dismissing Telford's petition for extraordinary relief should 
be affirmed. Since this case deals with claims addressed by established law, the Board 
does not request oral argument or a published opinion. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THIS 0 of January 2001. 
MARK SHURTLEFF (#4666) 
UTAH ATTORNEY GENERAL 
SHAREL S. REBER (#7966) 
Assistant Attorney General 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
On ISVM January 2001,1 mailed by U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, two copies of 
this BRIEF OF APPELLEE to: 
Travis E. Telford 
Inmate # 23999 
Utah State Prison 
P.O. Box 250 
Draper, UT 84020 
t^a-Hja cfcphs-J^ 
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ADDENDA 

ADDENDUM 1 
"Judgment and Commitment" 
IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF 
BOX ELDER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
- — — ^ 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TRAVIS EDWARD TELFORD, 
Defendant. 
e>kzs-l\ 
On the 30th day of May, 1995, appeared Jon J. Bunderson 
Box Elder County Attorney representing the State of Utah, and the 
defendant appeared in person and represented by counsel, M.icn.iei 
D. Bouwhuis. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant has beer, convicted by 
his plea of guilty X a jury the Court 
of the offense (s) of: MURDER, A FELONY THE 1ST DEGREE >.s charged; 
and the Court having asked the defendant whether he has anything 
to say why Judgment should not be pronounced, and no sufficient 
cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court, 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and 
convicted, and, 
IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby 
committed to the Utah State Prison and the Sheriff of Box Elder 
County is directed to take him into custody and deliver him to 
JUDGMENT AND CC 
Case No. 9410001 
rtTMfifil^ 
the Warden of the Utah State Prison to serve a term of Not less 
than 5 years nor more than life with a consecutive enhancement of 
not less than one nor more than five years for use of a firearm. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay restitution in 
the amount of $23,072.00 ($6500.00 of that is joint and several 
liability with the co-defendant). 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the original of this Judgment and 
Commitment shall be attested ov the Clerk of the Court and that a 
certified copy hereof be delivered to said Sheriff or other 
qualified officer and that the copy serve as the Commitment of 
the defendant and as the Warrant for the Sheriff in taking into 
custody, detaining and delivering said defendant. 
DATED this ^JSJ day of Mou l9Ci5_. 
Jsl\Bcn H Had-fieJcl 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
ATTEST: 
CfLERK, FIRST DISTRICT COURT 
By Deputy C l e r k 
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ADDENDUM 2 
"Transcript of Petitioner's 
Examination" 

COPY 
l 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
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IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
BOX ELDER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
vs 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. 941000043 
BRANDON A. DAHLQUIST, 
Defendant 
Transcript of Travis Telford's Examination 
Honorable Ben H. Hadfield presiding. 
First District Court Courthouse 
Brigham City, Utah 
September 27, 1997 
APPEARANCES 
For the Plaintiff: 
For the Defendant: 
JON J. BUNDERSON 
County Attorney 
KENT SNIDER 
Attorney at Law 
RODNEY M. FELSHAW 
Registered Professional Reporter 
First District Court 
P. 0. Box 873 
Brigham City, UT 84302-0873 
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1 MR. BUNDERSON: At this point, if it's agreeable with 
2 the court, I'd like to call Travis Telford to the stand. 
3 THE COURT: Okay. 
4 TRAVIS TELFORD, 
5 called as a witness, being first duly sworn to tell the 
6 truth, was examined and testified as follows: 
7 MR. BUNDERSON: Do I have permission to proceed with 
8 him as a hostile witness? 
9 MR. SNIDER: At this point I don't know if there's a 
10 foundation to do so. 
11 THE COURT: I'll take judicial notice of the fact that 
12 J Mr. Bunderson was the prosecutor that obtained a conviction 
13 on this defendant, which, in the court's view, would 
14 suffice for a hostile witness. 
15 MR. BUNDERSON: As I told the jury, I'm not on his 
16 Christmas card list. 
17 DIRECT EXAMINATION 
18 BY MR. BUNDERSON: 
19 Q. Your name is Travis Telford, is that correct? 
20 A. Yeah. 
21 Q. You are a co-defendant in this matter, is that 
22 correct, or you were a co-defendant in this matter? 
23 A. I'm going to take the Fifth on everything. 
24 Q. Have you previously been convicted of the murder 
25 of Troy Weston occurring on March 12th, 1994? 
1 A. I'm taking the Fifth on everything, Mr. 
2 Bunderson. I've got pending legal action. Therefore, I 
3 can't answer any of your questions, because it might be 
4 held against me in my trial. 
5 Q. Describe your pending legal action? 
6 A. Habeus corpus. I have one year to file my 
7 habeus. 
8 Q. Is there any direct --
9 A. I'm in the process of filing it right now. 
10 Q. Who is? 
11 A. I am. I have to do it myself because I'm 
12 indigent. 
13 Q. But it is a habeus petition? 
14 A. Yes. 
15 Q. Are you planning to file that in state court? 
16 A. Yes. 
17 Q. Okay. But your direct appeals are all concluded, 
18 is that correct? 
19 A. Yes, because I wasn't informed by the lawyer that 
20 you appointed me that I had 30 days to refile on my last 
21 appeal denied. 
22 Q. I didn't appoint him, please understand that. 
2 3 The State did, or the judge did. Anyway, you understand 
24 that you appealed your conviction and the conviction was 
25 upheld and the remittitur has come back to this court, is 
1 that your understanding? 
2 MS. BRIDGESS: May I have a moment, Your Honor? 
3 THE COURT: Mr. Telford, this is Attorney Candace 
4 Bridgess. She's a public defender that works here. 
5 MR. TELFORD: Yes. I spoke to her downstairs. 
6 MS. BRIDGESS: We did speak downstairs. I need to put 
7 on the record that I did explain to Mr. Telford that prior 
8 to me passing the Bar that I worked for Mr. Snider as a law 
9 clerk and I assisted him on the Brandon Dahlquist case. He 
10 understands that and I believe will waive any conflict chat 
11 I might have. 
12 MR. TELFORD: Yeah. I'm just pleading the Fifth and 
13 not saying nothing. 
14 THE COURT: Mr. Telford, because there are no pending 
15 criminal charges against you, you do not at this point have 
16 the right to appointed counsel. I'm not going to formally 
17 appoint her. We're making her available for you to consult 
18 with her as a convenience or courtesy as you may choose. 
19 MR. TELFORD: Yeah. 
2 0 THE COURT: But you aren't entitled to appointed 
21 counsel because right now you are not charged with 
22 anything. 
2 3 MR. TELFORD: I understand. 
24 THE COURT: Do you want to visit with her for a moment 
25 before going any further? 
1 MR. TELFORD: Yeah. 
2 THE COURT: All right. Just visit right there. 
3 (Pause in the proceedings.) 
4 THE COURT: Mr. Bunderson, you may proceed. 
5 MR. BUNDERSON: Thank you. 
6 Q. (BY MR. BUNDERSON) Mr. Telford, at this point 
7 I'm just trying to establish the current status of your 
8 legal proceedings. Is there anything pending other than a 
9 potential habeus writ? 
10 A. Under Rule 35 I was -- I had the right to be 
11 informed by my attorney as to having a rehearing on the 
12 denial of my appeal. I was not informed about that, so I 
13 therefore am requesting to file my habeus. 
14 Q. I understand that. My question is, is there 
15 anything pending to your knowledge other than the habeus 
16 petition? 
17 A. I don't know. You got any other charges on me 
18 now? 
19 Q. No, not other than what we've already done. 
2 0 A. Nothing that I know of, then. 
21 MR. BUNDERSON: Okay. I think the record would 
22 reflect, Your Honor, that the remittitur was sent back and 
23 I believe the status of the law is that any defendant, 
24 within certain time frames, always has rights -- the right 
25 to file a habeus writ; but as far as direct appeals are 
1 concerned, I believe his direct appeals are fully 
2 concluded. 
3 THE COURT: It's the court's understanding from 
4 visiting with counsel, and Mr. Snider, correct me if I'm 
5 wrong, but I believe you each have reviewed Mr. Telford's 
6 criminal file and are satisfied that the time for any 
7 appeals on the criminal conviction have long since expired, 
8 is that correct? 
9 MR. SNIDER: That is correct, Judge. 
10 MR. BUNDERSON: That's my understanding also. 
11 MS. BRIDGESS: As of last week, when I spoke with the 
12 clerk of the Supreme Court, that is also my understanding. 
13 THE COURT: Go ahead. 
14 Q. (BY MR. BUNDERSON) Mr. Telford, if the court 
15 informs you that you do not have a Fifth Amendment 
16 privilege — 
17 A. Then I get contempt. So what? 
18 Q. So your position --
19 A. The place I live at I cannot testify. If I 
20 testify it puts my life in danger. I'm not going to say 
21 anything. I'm just going to sit here and do nothing. 
22 Q. All right. 
23 A. You ain't going to get no answers. 
24 Q. I'm getting some talking at this point. Now, let 
25 me ask you this. If I were to ask you anything abouc your 
1 relationship with Dahlquist and what happened with Mr. 
2 Weston, you would refuse to say anything? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. If I ask you if you wrote a particular letter and 
5 showed you a copy of that letter, would you confirm if you 
6 had indeed written the letter? 
7 A. I won't answer no questions. That would be a 
8 question and I won't answer any questions. 
9 Q. If I were to ask you whether you had given any 
10 statements to police officers involved in this matter, are 
11 you going to just not respond to me? 
12 A. No response. 
13 Q. All right. Particularly a statement you gave to 
14 a Detective Hansen, if I asked you about that on a 
15 particular date, are you just going to say no response? 
16 A. I might use a few expletives to describe the guy. 
17 I'm not going to answer anything, no. 
18 Q. You are not willing to discuss what you talked 
19 with him about? 
20 A. No. 
21 Q. Would the same apply to statements that were 
22 given to Detectives Ward and Summerill? 
23 A. Yeah. 
24 Q. Okay. And if the judge were to hold you in 
2 5 contempt for your failure to answer questions, your 
1 response is that so what, what can you do to me? 
2 A. Do you want them concurrent or consecutive with a 
3 five to life? 
4 MR. BUNDERSON: Okay. I believe that would establish 
5 the situation, Your Honor. I think that puts us at this 
6 point of allowing us to establish that his prior statements 
7 are reliable and that we could use those. 
8 THE COURT: Before we address that issue, Mr. Telford, 
9 let me advise you of a couple of things for the record. I 
10 think I understand full well what you're saying. You 
11 mentioned the place where you live and I understand where 
12 that is. 
13 MR. TELFORD: I've already gotten in a few fights down 
14 there over this whole matter. 
15 THE COURT: All right. You are in the custody of the 
16 Department of Corrections. This court at this point 
17 doesn't have any control over you. 
18 MR. TELFORD: I understand that. 
19 THE COURT: However, in a serious trial such as this 
20 one, the court has an interest in getting ar the truth of 
21 what occurred. Because there are no pending criminal 
22 charges against you, you no longer have a Fifth Amendment 
23 right against self-incrimination. That right does not 
24 apply to you at this time. 
25 I am ordering you to respond to Mr. Bunderson's 
1 questions. Now, if you refuse, I will hold you in 
2 contempt. I understand that you are of the opinion that I 
3 don't pose near as much a threat to you as perhaps some 
4 other individuals. 
5 MR. TELFORD: Yeah, the people I live with. 
6 THE COURT: On the other hand, you need to understand 
7 that I take these proceedings very seriously. If you 
8 refuse and I hold you irr contempt, it is my intention that 
9 I will write to the Board of Pardons and indicate to them 
10 your refusal to follow my order and your contempt. Now, I 
11 don't know what they will do with it, but you understand 
12 that your fate is in their hands? 
13 MR. TELFORD: Yeah. 
14 THE COURT: If you get out --
15 MR. TELFORD: I understand. Whether I testify or not, 
16 it ain't going to affect the Board one bit. They might 
17 hold it against me if I don't. It won't help if I do. 
18 THE COURT: I don't know whether it will or not. I'm 
19 telling you that I will send them a letter and indicate 
20 your refusal to follow a lawful court order. 
21 MR. TELFORD: Okay. 
2 2 THE COURT: Do you understand that? 
2 3 MR. TELFORD: Yeah. 
24 THE COURT: Do you want to visit with Ms. Bridgess 
2 5 anymore before we go on? 
1 MR. TELFORD: No. 
2 THE COURT: If you do, I'll allow it. 
3 MR. TELFORD: I don't think so. 
4 THE COURT: All right. Go ahead, Mr. Bunderson. 
5 MR. BUNDERSON: Your Honor, at this point I think 
6 we've established Mr. Telford's attitude and it doesn't 
7 appear that we'll get anything out of him in the form of 
8 testimony either now, h^re, or in front of the jury. To 
9 the extent it might be necessary, I'd like to ask the court 
10 to keep him in one of the local jails for a few more days, 
11 then have him go back to the prison. 
12 MR. TELFORD: You ain't going to get no answers from 
13 me. You might as well send me home so my stuff isn't 
14 taken. It's not like I live with a high class of people. 
15 MR. BUNDERSON: If you want to testify we can put you 
16 on tomorrow. 
17 MR. TELFORD: No, I'm not going to testify. 
18 MR. BUNDERSON: I'd ask the court to do that. I don't 
19 know that he needs to be in here for any of the arguments. 
2 0 MR. TELFORD: Send me home. 
21 THE COURT: Mr. Telford, I'll give you one last 
2 2 opportunity. Are you going to follow my order and respond 
23 to the questions that are asked? 
24 MR. TELFORD: I'm going to have to decline that, Your 
2 5 Honor. 
1 THE COURT: All right. The court formally holds this 
2 defendant in contempt. The sanction I will impose under 
3 the circumstances is that I intend to write a letter to the 
4 Board of Pardons and explain to them these proceedings and 
5 the defendant's refusal to comply with the court's order. 
6 Beyond that it is up to them if they do anything or not. 
7 MR. TELFORD: All right, Your Honor. 
8 THE COURT: I wil3 "excuse you at this time. 
9 MR. SNIDER: Before you do I would like to ask some 
10 questions. 
11 THE COURT: All right. If he's refusing to answer 
12 questions I'm not sure how far you can get. 
13 CROSS-EXAMINATION 
14 BY MR. SNIDER: 
15 Q. You and I spoke in the prison? 
16 A. Yeah. About two weeks ago. 
17 Q. And before you and I talked — well, Ted Selick 
18 was there? 
19 A. Yes. It was at the Oquirrhs. 
2 0 Q. Okay. And before you and I spoke at the 
21 Oquirrhs, Ted and you spoke at the Oquirrhs, correct? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 THE COURT: For the record, can you clarify who Ted 
24 Selick is? 
25 MR. SNIDER: A paralegal that works for me on this 
1 case. 
2 Q. (BY MR. SNIDER) Ted identified himself as a 
3 paralegal working for me on this case? 
4 A. Yes. 
5 Q. A nice guy? 
6 A. Yes. 
7 Q. Kind of the same hair line as yours? 
8 A. Yes. But he dt>esn't do it willingly. 
9 Q. Okay. You made a lot of statements to the cops 
10 when they arrested you and wrote a bunch of letters and 
11 stuff, correct? 
12 A. I have no response. 
13 Q. Okay. It would be fair to say that if any of 
14 them were called, they would testify you talked to them, 
15 correct? 
16 A. Yeah; but not necessarily the truth. 
17 Q. Okay. That's my question. Did you tell the cops 
18 the truth or were you jacking them around? 
19 A. I told them, when they interviewed me, I said if 
2 0 I'm lying, so what. 
21 MR. SNIDER: Thank you. No other questions. 
22 THE COURT: Anything further, Mr. Bunderson? 
2 3 REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
24 BY MR. BUNDERSON: 
25 Q. At what point did you tell them the truth? 
1 A. I haven't told nobody nothing except a bunch of 
2 lies. 
3 Q. You told Detective Ward and Detective Summerill 
4 different stories on at least two different occasions, is 
5 that right? 
6 A . I don't know. 
7 Q. And were those --
8 A. It's been a 3rong time ago. I can't recollect. 
9 Q. Were those true? 
10 A. I don't know. I can't recollect. 
11 Q. Were any of the untruths for the purpose of 
12 avoiding criminal liability or responsibility? In other 
13 words, saying like I didn't do it? 
14 A. I'm not going to answer that question. 
15 MR. BUNDERSON: Okay. Thank you. 
16 THE COURT: The witness is excused at this time. I'll 
17 direct that he be held here in the local facility until 
18 such time as it's determined that he will not possibly be 
19 needed. 
2 0 MS. BRIDGESS: May I approach for a moment? 
21 THE COURT: Yes. 
22 (Discussion at the bench, not reported.) 
23 THE COURT: At this time the court will excuse 
24 attorney Candace Bridgess. Go ahead, counsel. 
25 (Trial continued, not transcribed.) 
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C E R T I F I C A T E 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
SS 
COUNTY OF BOX ELDER) 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the jury trial proceed-
ings were transcribed by me, Rodney M. Felshaw, a Certified 
Court Reporter and Notary Public in and for the State of 
Utah, residing at Brigham City, Utah. 
That a full, true and correct transcription of 
Mr. Travis Telford's examination at trial is set forth in 
the pages numbered 2 to 14, inclusive. 
I further certify that the original transcript 
was filed with the Court Clerk, First District Court, Box 
Elder County, Brigham City, Utah. 
I also certify that I am not associated with any 
of the parties to said matter and that I am not interested 
in the event thereof. 
Witness my hand and Notarial Seal this 1st day 
of June, 1998. 
Al. ^X^Cw 
Rodney w. Felshaw, C.S.R., R.P.R. 
My Commission Expires 
January 2000 Notary Public RODNEY M. FELSHAW 
First Oisinct Court 
43 N Main 
Bngnam City. Utah 84302 
My Commission Exptre* 
January 4.2000 
^ ^ State of Utah l 
ADDENDUM 3 
"Affidavit of Sharel S. Reber" 

SHAREL S. REBER (#7966) 
Assistant Attorney General 
JAN GRAHAM (#1231) 
Attorney General 
Attorneys for Respondents 
P.O. Box 140857 
160 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-0857 
Telephone: (801) 366-0353 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
TRAVIS EDWARD TELFORD, : AFFIDAVIT OF SHAREL S. REBER 
Petitioner, : 
vs. : 
BOARD OF PARDONS, : Case No. 000900955 
Respondent. : Judge WILLIAM A. THORNE 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
)ss. 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 
I, Sharel S. Reber, under oath state the following to be true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge. 
1. I am a resident of the Untied States of America and the State of Utah, and I am 
over the age of eighteen (18) years. 
2. I am an Assistant Attorney General employed with the Utah Attorney General's 
Office, and represent Respondent in this case. I have personal knowledge of the 
facts stated in this affidavit. 
3. No letter from the court addressing petitioner's being found in contempt appears 
in petitioner's Utah Board of Pardons and Parole (Board) file. 
4. No order of contempt appears in petitioner's Board file. 
4^ 
DATED this ^ 1 day of July 2000. 
/) 
I 
fOi 
'"SHAREL S. REBER 
V0 SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to me this P O day of July 2000. 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
Becky A. Jorgensen 
180 East 300 South 
Salt lake City, Utah 84114 
My Commission Expire* 
December 27,2001 
STATE OF UTAH 
Residing in: 
SlCuich 
My Commission Expires: 
ie-zn-^ce 
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ADDENDUM 4 
"Court Docket" 
'J.O/W u;xu tAA 4«io /34 4610 1st DIST Ct-BRIGHAM CITY 
FIRST DISTRICT - Box Elder 
BOX ELDER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH vs. BRANDON A DAHLQUIST 
NUMBER 941100043 State Felony 
3ES 
Charge 1 - 76-5-203 - MURDER 
Attributes: Firearm. 
1st Degree Felony Plea: May 30, 1995 Not Guilty 
Disposition: May 30, 1995 {Guilty - Jury} 
ENT ASSIGNED JUDGE 
BEN HADFIELD 
IES 
Defendant - BRANDON A DAHLQUIST 
5866 SIERRA 
MORGAN, UT 84050 
Represented by: KENT E SNIDER 
Plaintiff - STATE OF UTAH 
NDANT INFORMATION 
Defendant Name: BRANDON A DAHLQUIST 
Offense tracking number: 641991 
Date of Birth: August 10, 1974 
Social Security Number: 
Driver License Number: 
Driver License State: UT 
Law Enforcement Agency: {County Sheriff} 
Prosecuting Agency: BOX ELDER COUNTY 
Agency Case Number: 
Arrest Date: April 01, 1994 
Violation Date: March 12, 1994 
)UNT SUMMARY 
TOTAL REVENUE Amount Due: 3 5.00 
Amount Paid: 3 5.00 
Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: REPORTER FEES 
Amount Due: 35.00 
Amount Paid: 35.00 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
lted: 07/13/00 13:01:29 Page 1 
'13/00 13:10 FAX 435 734 4610 1st DIST Ct-BRIGHAM CITY @]003 
NUMBER 941100043 State Felony 
Balance: 0.00 
JUDGE: JUDGE BEN KADFIELD 
ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J. 
NOTE 
**PRISON** 
SEDINGS 
7-94 Note: Trial: 
7-94 Note: Deft Present 
7-94 Note: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E 
7-94 Note: TESTIMONY CONTINUED 
1-94 Information filed 
1-94 Note: Case filed from Circuit Court bindover. 
1-94 Note: ARR scheduled for 6/13/94 at 1:30 P in room L 
with BH . .. -
1-94 Arraignment scheduled on May £l, 1994 at 01:30 PM in LAW & 
MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
1-94 Note: #01 INFORMATION, AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF WARRANT OF 
ARREST, 
.1-94 Note: COPY OF WARRANT OF ARREST, RETURN ON WARRANT OF 
ARREST, 
H-94 Note: ORDER OF TRANSPORTATION, UTAH OFFENSE TRACKING 
REPORT FORM 
Jl-94 Note: 
OF 
31-94 Note: 
LETTER, 
51-94 Note: REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY, COPY OF LETTER, MOTION FOR 
APPOINT-
31-94 Note: 
NOTICE OF 
31-94 Note: 
PRODUCE 
31-94 Note: 
INVESTI-
31-94 Note: 
NOTICE OF 
31-94 Note 
31-94 Note 
31-94 Note 
31-94 Note 
•31-94 Note 
ARRAIGNMENT WORKSHEET, NOTICE OF TRIAL DATE NOTICE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING, COPY OF LETTER, COPY OF 
MENT OF INVESTIGATOR, ORDER OF TRANSPORTATION, 
TRIAL DATE NOTICE OF PRELIMINARY HEARING, ORDER TO 
DEFENDANT, RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
GATOR, RECORDING LOG, BIND-OVER ORDER, DOCKET, 
ARRAIGNMENT. 
Fel Arraignment JUDGE: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J 
Deft is present 
TRJ scheduled for 09/26/94 at 0900 A in room 1 
with BH 
31-94 Note: CUSTODY: County Sheriff 
31-94 Note: Chrg: 76-5-203 Plea: Not Guilty 
06-94 Note: #02 TRANSPORTATION ORDER 
07-94 Note: #03 COPY OF LETTER 
08-94 Note: Notice of Setting [ 5 day trial ] 
08-94 {Motion} scheduled on June 15, 1994 at 01:00 PM in COURT ROOM 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
chrisjj 
.chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisj1 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
chrisjj 
Page 2 
oi/lS/QO 13:11 FAX 435 734 461^ 1st DIST Ct-BRIGHAM CITY @004 
.SE NUMBER 941100043 State Felony 
HADFIELD. 
TRANSPORTATION 
with Judge 
-09-54 Note: #04 
FAXED TO 
Note: PRISON 
Note: Hearing (MOTION HEARING): 
HADFIELD 
Note: Deft Present 
Note: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E 
Note: MOTIONS DISCUSSED. MR SNIDER 
I-
•09-
-15-
•15-
-15-
-15-
-22-
-22-
-30-
-15-
-15-
-1C-
-10-
-22-
-29-
-29-
29-
t-
l-
i-
29-
SO-
SO-
3C 
31 
31 
31 
08 
-08 
-08 
-08 
-13 
-19 
-19 
-19 
•19 
•13 
-19 
•19 
•20 
94 
94 
94 
94 
94 
94 
•94 
•94 
•94 
•94 
•94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
-94 
ORDER - SIGNED 6/8/94 BY BH AND 
JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
TO 
ATP: 
PREPARE 
BUNDERSON, 
THE ORDER. 
JON J 
Note: 
SIGNED 
Note : 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
HEAR 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
#05 ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR -
6/21/94 BY BH (COPY -
Notice of Setting 
** DOCUMENT #02 MICROFILMED 
DOCUMENT #04 MICROFILMED 
ORIGINAL FILED IN 
[ 5 day trial ] 
06-29-94 ROLL #16 
06-29-94 ROLL #16 
#941000044 
** 
** 
#06 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TAPE RECORDED PRELIMINARY 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
.chrisjj 
chrisjj 
shaunaw 
)shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
kayw 
#06A 
#07 
#08 
#09 
ING 
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY REQUEST 
RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF 
MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF PHOTOGRAPHS 
ORDER ON DEFENDANT DAHLQUIST'S SUPPLEMENTAL 
PHOTOGRAPHS 
DISCOVERY 
Note: REQUEST - BH 
19, 1994 at 02:30 ?M in LAW & 
SIGNED BY 
{Motion} scheduled on September 
MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND NOTICE O? HEARING 
REQUEST FOR JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
COPY OF SUBPOENA 
MOTION TO SEVER TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
THEREON 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
BY BH 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
#10 
#11 
#12 
#13 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
#14 MOTION TO SUPPRESS STATEMENT AND HEARING THEREON 
#15 AMENDED MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF PHOTOGRAPHS 
#16 LETTER 
#17 RESPONSE TO MOTION TO SEVER TRIAL 
#18 RESPONSE TO MOTION TO SUPPRESS STATEMENT 
#19 ORDER FOR PRODUCTION OF PHOTOGRAPHS - SIGNED 9/7/94 
ISSUED 10 SUBPOENAS (KENT SNIDER) 
#2 0 COPY OF LETTER 
#21 ORDER OF TRANSPORTATION 
Hearing (MOTION HEARING): JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
Note: Deft Present 
Note: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E 
Note: MOTION TO SEVER DENIED. MOTION TO 
Note: HEARING CONTINUED TO 9/20/94. 
{Motion} scheduled on September 20, 1994 
MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
ATP: BUN! 
SUPPRESS 
)ERSON, 
DENIED 
JON J 
at 02:30 PM in LAW & 
snaur.aw 
shaunaw 
shaunav; 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
.shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
inted: 07/13/00 13:01:29 Page 3 
/13/00 13:11 FAX 435 734 4610 1st DIST Ct-BRIGHAM CITY @005 
NUMBER 941100043 Snate Felony 
0-94 
0-94 
0-94 
10-94 
>0-94 
>0-94 
>0-94 
>l-94 
22-94 
22-94 
26-94 
26-94 
26-94 
26-94 
26-94 
26-94 
20-94 
20-94 
04-94 
18-94 
18-94 
•18-94 
•18-94 
-18-94 
-18-94 
-07-94 
-07-94 
-07-94 
-08-94 
-08-94 
-08-94 
-08-94 
-08-94 
-12-94 
-12-94 
1-13-94 
>-13-94 
>-13-94 
2-13-94 
Note: #22 ORDER OF TRANSPORTATION 
Note: #23 TRANSPORTATION ORDER 
Note: Hearing (MOTION HEARING): JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
Note: 
Note : 
Note: 
Note : 
Note: 
Note: 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J. 
MOTION TO CONTINUE GRANTED. 
#23A MOTION TO CONTINUE 
#24 COPY OF LETTER 
#2 5 AMENDED TRANSPORTATION ORDER 
{HEARING} scheduled on September 26, 19 94 at 10:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: ISSUED 21 SUBPOENAS (SNIDER) 
Note: #26 SUBPOENA 
Note: Hearing: JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
Note: 
Note: 
Note: 
Note: 
Deft not present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J 
PTC TO BE SET FOR DECEMBER 13, 1994 AT 9:00 AM. 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
.shaunaw 
shaunaw 
** DOCUNMENTS #19 #21 #22 & #23 MICROFILMED 10-04-94 ROLL 
#16 ** 
Note: 
Note 
Note-
** DOCUMENT #09 MICROFILMED 10-04-94 ROLL #16 ** 
** DOCUMENT #25 MICROFILMED 10-26-94 ROLL #17 ** 
#27 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SEVER TRIAL -
SIGNED 
Note 
Note 
Note 
11/17/94 BY BH 
: #28 LETTER OF SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO BRYON STONES 
: #29 LETTER OF SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO UTAH STATE CRIME 
LAB 
Note: #30 LETTER OF SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO RICHARD WRIGHT 
Note: #31 LETTER OF SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO TODD C. GREY 
kayw 
kayw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
(SETTLEMENT CONF} scheduled on December 13, 1994 at 09:00 AM in 
LAW Sc MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
: Notice of Setting 
: #32 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (FAXED TO PRISON THIS DATE) 
: #3 3 MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF INDEPENDENT INVESTIGATOR 
: #34 MOTION TO STAY PENDING APPEAL 
: #35 COPY OF PETITION FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL 
INTERLOCUTORY 
Note: ORDER 
Note: #36 COPY OF NOTICE OF INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL (SUPREME 
COURT) 
Note 
Note 
Note 
: #37 RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF INDEPENDENT 
: INVESTIGATOR AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
: Hearing (MOTION HEARING): JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
Note: Deft Present 
Note: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J 
Note : MOTION TO STAY DENIED AT THIS TIME PENDING ACTION BY 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
".shaunaw 
r\ fj I n r> I n n 1"5 . 0 1 « 9 Q Paqe 4 
•/13/00 13:11 FAX 435 734 461' 1st DIST Ct-BRIGHAM CITY ©006 
NUM3ER 941100043 State Felony 
.3-
10-
>0-
10-
>0-
20-
20-
94 
94 
94 
94 
94 
94 
94 
SUPREME shaunaw 
Note: COURT. MR. SNIDER TO PREPARE ORDER. shaunaw 
{Motion} scheduled on December 20, 1994 at 09:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. chrisj] 
Note: #38 ORDER - SIGNED 12/16/94 BY BH shaunaw 
Note: Hearing (MOTION HEARING): JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
20-94 
20-
21-
23-
23-
04-
06-
09-
09-
09-
09-
09 
13 
27 
27 
03 
08 
94 
94 
94 
94 
•95 
•95 
•95 
•95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
Note 
Note 
Note 
with 
Note: 
APRIL 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Deft 
ATD: 
HRG scheduled for 
BH 
MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL GRANTED. TRIAL TO BE RE-SET FOR 
not present 
SNIDER, KENT E ATP 
01/09/95 at 
BUNDERSON, JON J 
0900 A in room L 
08 
16 
16 
08 
08 
08 
08 
•08 
-08 
3 - 7 , 1995 AT 9:00 AM. 
ISSUED TEN (10) SUBPOENAS" (SNIDER) 
#3 9 MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE 
#40 DEFENDANT'S WITNESS LIST 
{HEARING} scheduled on January 09, 1995 at 
MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: #41 TRANSPORTATION ORDER FAXED TO PRISON 
Note: Hearing: JUDGE: 
HADFIELD 
09:00 AM in LAW & 
1/5/95 
JUDGE BEN 
Note 
Note 
Note 
APPEAR. 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E 
WITNESSES JENNIFER COLLANTONIO AXD 
ATP: BUNDERSON, JON 
TRENT CRAIG DID NOT 
Note 
Note 
Jury 
ROOM 
Note 
Note 
Note 
OF 
03 
DISCOVERY 
, 1995 at 09 00 AM in COURT 
08-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
-95 
BENCH WARRANTS TO ISSUE 
#42 REQUEST FOR ORDER 
Trial scheduled on April 
with Judge HADFIELD. 
Notice of Setting 
ISSUED TEN (10) SUBPOENAS 
#43 LETTER FROM SUPREME 
DENIED) 
Note: #44 
APPEAL 
Note: DENIED) 
Note: ** DOCUMENT #27 MICROFILMED 01-04-95 ROLL #17 ** 
[ 5 day trial ] 
(SNIDER) 
COURT (INTERLOCUTORY APPEAi 
SUPREME COURT ORDER (PETITON FOR INTERLOCUTORY 
Note 
Note 
HADFIELD 
Note: 
Note: 
Note : 
COURT 
Note: 
7. 
Note: 
** DOCUMENTS 
Hearing: 
#32 Sc #3 8 MICROFILMED 01-04-95 ROLL #17 
JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
* * 
Deft not present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT S 
JENNIFER COLANTONIO IS SERVED A 
BY 
JON BUNDERSON FOR THE TRIAL DATE OF APRIL 3 
ATP: BUNDERSON, JON 
NEW SUBPOENA IN OPEN 
MS COLANTONIO IS SENTENCED TO SIX DAYS IN JAIL FOR NOT 
APPEARING 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
snaunaw 
.shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
.shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
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38-
38-
L7-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
17-
•23-
-23-
-24-
-24-
-28-
-28-
-29-
-30-
-30-
-30-
-30-
-30-
-30 
-30 
-30 
-30 
-30 
1-30 
5-30 
5-31 
J-31 
1-03 
RETURN ON SUBPOENA (RCVD 3/6/95 - MOVED, UNABLE TO 
#47 
#48 
#49 
#50 
#51 
(JENNIFER COLLANTONIO) 
RETURN ON SUBPOENA (RCVD 3/6/95 MOVED, UNABLE TO 
9 5 Note: ON THE PREVIOUS SUBPOENA SERVED ON KER. JAIL TIME 
SUSPENDED ON 
95 Note: THE CONDITION THAT SHE APPEAR FOR THE APRIL TRIAL. 
95 Note: #45 RETURN ON SUBPOENA (SERVED 3/1/95 - RECEIVED 
3/6/95) 
95 Note: #46 
SERVE) 
95 Note: 
95 Note: 
SERVE) 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
BY BH 
95 Note: 
9 5 Note: 
NICOLE MCCORD 
RETURN ON SUBPOENA (RCVD 3/6/95 - UNABLE TO SERVE) 
(BRANDON DAHLQUIST) 
COPY OF SUBPOENA (RCVD 3/3/95) 
COPY OF SUBPOENA (RCVD 3/3/95) 
MOTION AND ORDER-/FOR BENCH WARRANT - SIGNED 3/15/95 
#52 
#53 
COLANTONIO 
NOTICE OF DEFENSE OF- ALIBI 
RETURN OF SERVICE ON BENCH WARRANT FOR JENNIFER 
95 Note: 
95 Note: 
3/8/95 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
#54 
#55 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
#56 
#57 
#58 
#59 
RETURN ON SUBPOENA - SERVED JAMES PALMER 3/8/95 
SUBPOENA - SERVED TO JENNIFER COLANTONIO IN COURT 
shaunaw 
- TRESSIA GOHN shaunaw SUBPOENA - RETURNED UNABLE TO SERVE 
BENCH WARRANT - MARK SPENZ (3 CC ISSUED TO S.O.) 
TRANSPORTATION ORDER (FOR 3/28) 
TRANSPORTATION ORDER (FOR TRIAL) 
95 {Motion} scheduled on March 28, 19 95 at 08:30 AM in COURT ROOM 
with Judge HADFIELD. 
95 Note 
95 Note 
95 Note 
(RCVD 
95 Note 
95 Note 
•95 Note 
THEREON 
-95 Note 
MARK 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
ISSUED 6 SUBPOENAS (SNIDER) 
#60 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (SPENZ3 FOR 3/29) 
#61 MOTION TO SUPPRESS STATEMENT AND HEARING THEREON 
3/24) 
#62 MOTION TO CONTINUE JURY TRIAL (RCVD 3/24) 
#63 MOTION TO RECONSIDER AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
#64 LETTER AND ATTACHMENTS RE SERVICE ON SUBPOENA ON 
SPENS 
#65 MOTION AND ORDER FOR BENCH WARRANT - SIGNED BY BH 
#6 6 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (JOHN GOYETTE FROM PRISON) 
#67 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (MARK SPENS FOR 3/29) 
#6 8 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (MARK LAMOINE FROM PRISON) 
#6 9 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (FOR 3/30) 
#70 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (MARK SPENS FOR 3/30) 
#70A RETURN ON BENCH WARRANT FOR MARK SPENZ 
#70B ORDER OF RELEASE OF MARK SPENZ 
#71A DEFENDANTS MOTION IN LIMINE 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
psggyc 
chrisjj 
sr.aunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
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-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-03-95 
-04-95 
-04-95 
-04-95 
-04-95 
-04-95 
-04-95 
-05-95 
-05-95 
-05-95 
-05-95 
-05-95 
-05-95 
-06-95 
-06-95 
-06-95 
-06-95 
-06-95 
-06-95 
-06-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-07-95 
-10-95 
#7IB BENCH WARRANT FOR JENNIFER COLANTONIO 
#71C BENCH WARRANT FOR TRESSIA GOHN 
Trial: JUDGE: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E & YENGICH, RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
JURY SELECTED. MOTIONS HEARD OUTSIDE THE PRESENCE OF THE 
OPENING 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
JON J 
Note: 
JURY. 
Note: PRELIMINARY INSTRUCTIONS READ TO THE JURY. 
STATEMENTS 
Note: MADE 3Y COUNSEL. 
Note: #71 MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION IN LIMINE 
Jury Trial scheduled on April 04, 1995 at 09:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: #7ID RETURN ON BENCH WARRANT FOR TRENT CRAIG 
Note: Trial: JUDGE: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
Note: Deft Present 
Note: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E & YENGICH, RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
JON J. 
Note: TESTIMONY HEARD. EXHIBITS MARKED, OFFERED AND RECEIVED. 
Jury Trial scheduled on April 05, 1995 at 09:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: #713 ORDER TO DIVULGE ADDRESS -
Trial: JUDGE: 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E & YENGICH, 
Note: 
Note: 
Note: 
JON J 
Note : 
SIGNED BH 
:•JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
TESIMONY CONTINUED. 
Jury Trial scheduled on April 06, 1995 at 09:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: #71F TRANSPORTATION ORDER - JOHN GOYETTE 
#71G TRANSPORTATION ORDER - MARK LEMOINE 
Trial 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E & YENGICH 
JUDGE: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
Note: 
Note: 
Note 
Note: 
JON J. 
Note: TESTIMONY CONTINUED. 
Jury Trial scheduled on April 07, 1995 at 09:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: #71H ORDER - SIGNED BH (SUBPOENA ATTACHED) 
ISSUED 7 SUBPOENAS, 1 SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM (SNIDER) 
ISSUED 3 SUBPOENAS SIGNED BY BH (SNIDER) 
Trial: JUDGE: 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E & YENGICH, 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
JON J 
Note: 
Note: 
Note: 
JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
TESTIMONY CONTINUED. 
ISSUED 4 SUBPOENAS (SNIDER) 
#72A TRANSPORTATION ORDER - MARK LEMOINE 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
convert 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
convert 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
convert 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
convert 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
peggyc 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
snaunaw 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
shaunaw 
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0-95 Note. 
0-95 Note 
0-95 Note 
C-95 Note 
0-95 Note 
# 
0-95 Note 
0-95 Note 
.0-95 Note 
.0-95 Note 
#72B TRANSPORTATION ORDER - GERALD BELL 
#72C TRANSPORTATION ORDER - JERRY LOCK 
• #72D TRANSPORTATION ORDER - MIKE FORSYTHE 
. #72E TRANSPORTATION ORDER -TOM BERKHSISER 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
: #72 TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL HELD 04-03-95 (#52 IN CASE 
: 941-44) 
: Trial: JUDGE: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
: Deft Present 
: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E & YENGICH, RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
JON J. 
L0-95 Note 
Ll-95 Note 
Ll-95 Note 
11-95 Note 
11-95 Note 
JON . 
11-95 Note 
with 
11-95 Note 
11-95 Note 
FIRE 
11-95 Note 
11-95 Note 
11-95 Note 
20-95 Note 
04-0 
28-95 Note 
•28-95 Sent 
MOT I 
-05-95 Note 
-05-95 Note 
-10-95 Note 
• * 
-10-95 Note 
-10-95 Note 
-16-95 Note 
-16-95 Note 
-19-95 Note 
-19-95 Note 
5/16 
-19-95 Note 
-24-95 Note 
>-26-95 Note 
>-30-95 Note 
>-30-95 Not€ 
5-30-95 Note 
3-30-95 Not6 
J 
: TESTIMONY CONTINUED 
: Trial: JUDGE: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
: Deft Present 
: PS I Ordered from ADUI,T PROBATION AND PAROLE 
: ATD: SNIDER, KENT E* & YENGICH, RON ATP: BUNDERSON, 
J. 
SNT scheduled for 05/30/95 at 0130 P in room L 
BH 
: CUSTODY: Dept of Corrections 
: THE JURY RENDERS A VERDICT OF GUILTY TO MURDER WITH A 
ARM 
: ENHANCEMENT. 
: #72F PRELIMINARY INSTRUCTIONS 
: #72G INSTRUCTIONS 
: #73 TRANSCRIPT OF MICHAEL WESTON'S TESTIMONY ON 
5-95 
: #74 ORDER - SIGNED BY BH ON 4-10-95 (SEALING ENVELOPS) 
encing scheduled on May 30, 1995 at 01:30 PM in LAW 5c 
ON with Judge HADFIELD. 
: #75 MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL AND FOR ARREST OF JUDGMENT 
#7 6 AFFIDAVIT OF RONALD J. YENGICH 
: ** DOCUMENTS #51, #58 & #6C MICROFILMED 04-27-95 ROLL #19 
: ** DOCUMENT #57 MICROFILMED 04-27-95 ROLL #19 ** 
: ** DOCUMENT #59 MICROFILMED 04-27-95 ROLL #19 ** 
: #77 RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL AND FOR ARREST OF 
: JUDGMENT (RCVD 5/9/95) 
: #78 MOTION TO ALLOW DEFENSE TO TAKE PHOTOGRAPH 
: #79 ORDER ALLOWING DEFENSE TO TAKE PHOTOGRAPH - SIGNED 
/95 
n BY BH 
>: #80 MEMORANDUM DECISION SIGNED BY 3K 05-23-95 
i: ** DOCUMENT #74 MICROFILMED 05-19-95 ROLL #19 ** 
>: Sentience: Judge JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
>: REPORTER: FELSHAW, RODNEY 
i: Deft present with Counsel, Prosecutor present 
•>: Chrg: MURDER Plea: NOT Guilty Find: Guilty -
kathij 
kathij 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
snaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kathij 
chrisjj 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
xayw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
.-cathij 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
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-30-
-30-
-30-
-30-
-30-
-30' 
-08 
-08 
-12 
-14 
-14 
-16-
-16-
-20-
-22-
-22-
-22-
-13-
-29-
-19-
-19-
-19. 
-19-
-19-
-19-
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
-19 
PRISON: 5 YEARS to DEATH SUSP: 
5 YEAR INDETERMINATE FIREARM ENHANCEMENT TO BE 
THE SENTENCE IS TO BE 
95 Note: 
95 Note: A 1 TO 
SERVED 
95 Note: CONSECUTIVE TO THE SENTENCE 
SERVED 
95 Note: CONSECUTIVE TO THE SENTENCE PRESENTLY BEING SERVED. 
RESTITUTION 
95 Note: AMOUNT OF $26,628,95 ORDERED. $6,500 OF THAT AMOUNT 
JOINT 
95 Note 
•95 Note 
•95 Note 
•95 Note 
•95 Note: 
•95 Note: 
•95 Note: 
SIGNED 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
IS 
AND SEVERAL. A RESTITUTION HEARING MAY BE REQUESTED. 
#81 TRANSPORTATION ORDER (FOR 5/3 0 SNT) 
#82 JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT - SIGNED 5/31/95 BY BK 
** DOCUMENTS #79 & #80 MICROFILMED 06-01-95 ROLL #19 ** 
#83 NOTICE OF APPEAL (RCVD 6/12/95) 
REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF TRANSCRIPT 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF TRANSCRIPT AND ORDER -
#84 
#85 
0 shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
95 Note 
•95 Note 
95 Note 
** 
•95 Note 
•95 Note 
•95 Note 
941-44. 
-95 Note 
•95 Note 
•95 Note 
-95 Note 
941-44 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
-95 Note 
6/14/95 BY BH 
'* DOCUMENTS #81 & #82 MICROFILMED 06-19-95 ROLL #19 ** 
#86 LETTER FROM SUPREME COURT - NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED 
SUPREME COURT CASE NO. 950268 
#87 AFFIDAVIT OF IMPECUNIOSITY 
*^ DOCUMENTS #65,#66 & #85 MICROFILMED 07-10-95 ROLL #20 
#88 REPORTERS NOTICE OF FILING OF TRANSCRIPT 
#89 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 5/31/94 
#90 COPY OF REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 5/31/95 CASE NO. 
#91 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 9/19/94 
#92 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 9/20/94 
#93 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 9/26/95 
#94 COPY OF REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 11/14/95 CASE NO. 
#95 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 12/13/94 
^96 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 12/20/94 
#97 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 1/9/95 
#98 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 3/28/95 
#99 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 3/29/95 
#100 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT OF 3/30/95 
#101 INDEX OF WITNESSES FROM TRIAL PROC 
#102 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#103 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#104 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#105 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#106 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#107 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#108 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
#10 9 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM TRIAL 4/ 
3EDINGS 
3/95 VOLUME 1 
4/95 VOLUME 2 
4&5/95 VOLUME 3 
5&6/95 VOLUME 4 
6&7/95 VOLUME 5 
7&10/95 VOLUME 6 
10&11/95 VOLUME 
11/95 VOLUME 8 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
7shaunaw 
shaunaw 
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19-
19-
95 
95 
08-95 
08-
28-
•28-
•27-
-27-
-12 
-18-
•02' 
95 
95 
95 
95 
95 
96 
96 
96 
•07-96 
•07-
•05-
•05-
•05-
•11-
-12-
•24-
•24-
-24-
96 
96 
96 
96 
97 
97 
97 
97 
97 
-25-
-25-
.-25-
Note: 
Note: 
941-44 
Note: 
COURT 
Note: 
Note: 
REQUEST 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
•25-97 
97 
97 
97 
•25-97 
i-25 
l-ll 
1-11 
5-08 
5-16 
5-16 
5-16 
5-20 
5-20 
5-20 
#110 REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM SENTENCING 5/30/95 
#111 COPY OF REPORTERS TRANSCRIPT FROM SENTENCING ON 
#112 LETTER FROM SUPREME COURT - CASE POURED OVER TO THE 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
-97 
#113 
#114 
#115 
#116 
#117 
#118 
OF APPEALS. 
LETTER FROM COURT OF APPEALS - CASE #950757-CA -
REINSTATED 
Note: #119 
INTERVIEW TO 
Note: 
Note: #120 
Note: 
APPEALS 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
Note 
FOR RECORD FROM TRIAL COURT 
REPORTER'S NOTICE OF FILING OF TRANSCRIPT 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF 6/15/94 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL FROM THE COURT OF APPEALS 
MOTION TO REINSTATE APPEAL 
COPY OF ORDER FROM COURT OF APPEALS - APPEAL 
ORDER (UTAH COURT OF APPEALS - AUDIOTAPE OF 
BE TRANSMITTED TO COURT OF APPEALS) 
COPY OF STATE'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE RECORD 
APPEAL (COPY OF AUDIO TAPE SENT TO COURT OF 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
ONshaunaw 
#121 
#122 
#123 
#124 
9/5/96) 
REMITTITUR 
TRANSPORTATION ORDER (FAXED TO PRISON 3/11/97) 
MOTION AND ORDER FOR CONTINUANCE - FILED UNSIGNED 
AMENDED TRANSPORTATION ORDER FOR 3/2 5/97 
{HEARING ON STATUS} scheduled on March 25, 1997 at 10:00 AM in 
LAW & MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
Note: Hearing (HEARING ON STATUS): JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
Note: Deft Present 
Note: ATD: BRIDGESS, CANDACE ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J 
Note: MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE TO BE FILED BY 4/22/97. 
RESPONSE 
Note: WITHIN 3 WEEKS. MOTION HEARING TO BE SET FOR MAY 20, 
1997 AT 
Note: 2:30 PM. 
{Motion} scheduled on May 20, 1997 at 02:30 PM in LAW & MOTION 
with Judge HADFIELD. 
Notice of Setting 
DOCUMENT #121 MICROFILMED 04-09-97 
Note: 
Note; 
Note: 
5/14 
Note 
Note 
Note 
• + 
#125 AMENDED TRANSPORTATION ORDER -
ROLL #26 
FAXED TO 
** 
PRISON 
#126 MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE 
#127 AFFIDAVIT OF BRANDON A 
Hearing (MOTION HEARING) : 
DAHLQUIST 
JUDGE; JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
Note: 
Note: 
Deft 
ATD: 
Present 
SNIDER, KENT E ATP: BUNDERSON, JON 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
kayw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
J.shaunaw 
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02-97 {HEARING} scheduled on June 12, 1997 at 09:30 AM in COURT ROOM 
with Judge HADFIELD. 
02-97 Note: Notice of Setting 
04-97 Note: #128 TRANSPORTATION ORDER FOR 6/12 (FAXED TO PRISON 
THIS DATE) 
11-97 Note: #129 REQUEST REGARDING TRIAL DATS 
12-97 Note: Hearing: JUDGE: JUDGE BEN 
HADFIELD 
12-97 
12-97 
12-97 
1 2 - 9 7 
1 2 - 9 7 
1 2 - 9 7 
1 2 - 9 7 
1 2 - 9 7 
2 2 - 9 7 
2 2 - 9 7 
2 2 - 9 7 
2 2 - 9 7 
2 2 - 9 7 
2 2 - 9 7 
2 8 - 9 7 
2 8 - 9 7 
2 8 - 9 7 
2 8 - 9 7 
0 6 - 9 7 
Note 
Note 
Note 
with 
Note 
Note 
Note 
BH 
Deft Present 
ATD: SNIDER, KENT E ATP: BUNDERSON, JON J 
HRG scheduled for 08/06/97 at 0900 A in room 1 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
chrisj j 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
•hrisj j CUSTODY: Dept of Corrections 
COURT DATES DISCUSSED. JURY QUESTIONNAIRE APPROVED. TO BEchris]] 
COMPLETED BY 7-15 & REVIEWED ON 8-16. MOTIONS ADDRESSED 
ON 8-16. 
{HEARING} scheduled on August 06, 1997 at 09:00 AM in COURT 
ROOM with Judge HADFIELD. chrisjj 
Note: Notice of Setting chrisjj 
chrisjj 
#13 0 MOTION AND MEMORANDUM TO EXCLUDE TESTIMONY OF JAIMshaunaw 
CARROLL 
MOTION AND MEMORANDUM TO EXCLUDE TESTIMONY 0? 
COLANTONIO 
MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUS 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO CHANGE VENUE 
RESPONSE TO MOTION TO EXCLUDE TESTIMONY OF JAIM 
RESPONSE TO MOTION SEEKING THE EXCLUSION OF 
Note: 
Note : 
Note: #131 
JENNIFER 
Note: 
Note: #132 
Note: #133 
Note: #134 
CARROLL 
Note: #135 
JENNIFER 
Note: COLANTONIO'S TESTIMONY, AMD MEMORANDUM 
Note: #13 6 RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE 
Minute Entry - Minutes for Review Hearing 
Judge: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
PRESENT 
Clerk: chrisjj 
Reporter: ROD FELSHAW 
Prosecutor: JON J. BUNDERSON 
Defendant 
Defendant's Attorney(s) : KENT E SNIDER 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
chrisi] 
20-97 Note: #137 MEMORANDUM DECISION - BH - 8-19-97 
21-97 Note: Old case number 941000043 converted during district / 
circuit data merge. 
29-97 Filed: #139 NOTICE OF ALIBI DEFENSE 
29-97 Filed: #138 NOTICE OF EXPERT WITNESS (FAXED COPY - RCVD 
8/27/97) 
05-97 MT FOR APPT OF EXP WITNESS scheduled on September 09, 1997 at 
kathi] 
dpx 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
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03:00 PM in LAW & MOTION with Judge HADFIELD. 
19-97 Minute Entry - Minutes for Law & Motion 
Judge: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
PRESENT 
Clerk: shaunaw 
Reporter: RODNEY FELSHAW 
Prosecutor: JON J. BUNDERSON 
Defendant 
Defendant's Attorney(s): KENT E SNIDER 
CAT/CIC 
snaunaw 
shaunaw 
HEARING 
TIME: 3:13 PM A NEW JURY QUESTIONAIRE WAS RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 
WITH COUNSEL 
TIME: 3:15 PM MOTION FOR EXPERT WITNESS ADDRESSED AND ARGUED. 
TIME: 3:17 PM ORDER APPOINTING EXPERT WITNESS SIGNED AND COSTS 
UP TO $2 00 APPROVED. 
TIME: 3:18 PM ORDER MODIFIED TO READ SUBJECT TO ESTABLISHING 
QUALIFICATIONS OF THE WITNESS. 
TIME: 3:20 PM LENGHT OF PROPOSED JUROR QUESTIONAIRE DISCUSSED. 
THE PROPOSED QUESTIONAIRE WILL NOT BE USED. 
GROUP B TO BE CALLED FOR 9:00 AM. 
TIME: 3:21 PM GROUP A IS TO BE CALLED FOR 1:00 PM. 
TIME: 3:26 PM ATD ADDRESSES THE QUESTIONAIRE - USED IN "VARGAS" 
CASE IN WEBER COUNTY 
TIME: 3:28 PM THE FIRST QUESTIONAIRE WILL BE MADE PART OF THE 
RECORD 
TIME: 3:29 PM DISCUSSION REGARDING MR TELFORD AND MS 
COLLANTONIOS TESTIMONY 
TIME: 3:31 PM MR SNIDER WILL PREPARE PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDA 
TIME: 3:32 PM NOTICE OF ALIBY DEFENSE ADDRESSED 
ATD REQUESTS COPY OF STATE'S SUBPOENA 
TIME: 3:33 PM STATE WILL PROVIDE 
ATD REQUESTS TO ASK POTENTIAL JURORS IF THEY KNOW THE JURORS OF 
PREVIOUS TRIAL. 
TIME: 3:35 PM REQUEST DENIED. 
DEFENDANTS EXPRESSES CONCERN REGARDING NEWS ARTICLES OR MEDIA 
COVERAGE. 
TIME: 3:36 PM THE COURT WILL INSTRUCT THE JURY NOT TO READ 
PAPERS OR WATCH LOCAL NEWS REPORTS DURING THE TRIAL 
TIME: 3:39 PM NO FURTHER ISSUES. 
Filed: 5 Supeonas issued (Snider) 
#140 MOTION AND ORDER FOR APPT OF EXPERT WITNESS -
SIGNATURE REFUSED (FAXED COPY) 
#141 ORIGINAL NOTICE OF EXPERT WITNESS 
#142 ORIGINAL MOTION AND ORDER FOR APPT OF EXPERT 
COSTS - FILED UNSIGNED 
09-97 
10-97 Filed: 
FILED 
10-97 Filed: 
10-97 Filed: 
WITNESS AND 
mary]c 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
Lnted: 07/13/00 13:01:31 Page 12 
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10-97 Filed: #143 RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR APPT OF EXPERT WITNESS AND 
COSTS 
10-97 Filed order: #144 ORDER FOR APPT OF EXPERT WITNESS AND COSTS 
Judge bhadfiel 
Signed September 09, 1997 
10-97 Filed: #145 PROPOSED JUROR QUESTIONAIRE 
24-97 Filed: ISSUED - 2 SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - SNIDER 
24-97 Filed: ISSUED - 4 SUBPOENAS - SNIDER 
26-97 Notice - Final Exhibit List 
26-97 Minute Entry - Minutes for Jury Trial 
Judge: JUDGE BEN HADFIELD 
PRESENT 
Clerk: chrisjj 
Reporter: RODNEY FELSHAW 
Prosecutor: JON J. BUNDERSON 
Defendant 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
shaunaw 
peggyc 
peggyc 
chrisj j 
Defendant's Attorney(s) KENT E SNIDER 
ALLISON DRAPER-SNIDER 
TRIAL 
TIME: 9:05 AM On record - DAY 2 - IN CHAMBERS 
COUNSEL MET IN CHAMBERS WITH THE COURT TO DISCUSS PROBLEMS WITH 2 
JURORS SELECTED YESTERDAY 
TIME: 9:10 AM THE COURT INTERVIEWS BOTH JURORS SEPARATELY ON THE 
RECORD WITH COUNSEL PRESENT 
TIME: 9:20 THE COURT DISMISSES SELECTED JUROR EMILY OUNESAVATH 
AND ALTERNATE JUROR AMBER TAYLOR 
TIME: 9:34 AM ON RECORD - DAY 2 - OPEN COURT 
THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF STIPULATION REGARDING EXHIBIT MARKINGS 
AND STIPULATION REGARDING STATE'S EXHIBIT 1 
TIME: 9:48 AM JURY SWORN 
TIME: 9:49 STATE'S OPENING STATEMENT 
TIME: 10:06 AM DEFENDANT'S OPENING STATEMENT 
TIME: 10:35 AM EXCLUSIONARY RULE ENVOKED 
STIPULATION REGARDING OFFICERS WARD AND SUMMERILL REMAINING IN THE 
COURTROOM EXCEPT DURING THE OTHER'S TESTIMONY 
TIME: 10:37 AM THE COURT ADMONISHES ALL PRESENT REGARDING 
THIS CASE 
10:50 AM JUDY SPINDEN CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
11:00 AM CAPTAIN ARCHIE SMITH CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
3C AM DETECTIVE JIM SUMMERILL CALLED, SWORN AND 
TESTIFIES 
TIME: 1:25 PM THE COURT IS BACK IN SESSION 
THE COURT DISCUSSES POSSIBLE REPRESENTATION FOR WITNESS TRAVIS 
TELFORD 
TIME: 1:28 PM MS BRIDGESS APPEARS AND THE COURT DISCUSSES THIS 
MATTER WITH HER 
DISCUSSIONS OF 
TIME 
TIME: 
TIME: 11 
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SHE AGREES TO APPEAR LATER TODAY TO ASSIST IN ANY WAY NECESSARY 
TIME: 1:32 PM DEFENDANT DAHLQUIST WAIVES OBJECTION TO MS 
3RIDGESS' STANDBY REPRESENTATION OF MR TELFORD IF NECESSARY 
TIME: 1:36 PM MICHAEL WESTON CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 2:08 ?M DOUG CANNON CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 2:22 PM MICHAEL CHEWICK CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 3:30 PM EDWARD MITCHELL CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 4:02 PM WILLIAM DAHLQUIST CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 4:27 PM TRAVIS TELFORD CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
THE COURT TAXES JUDICIAL NOTICE OF HOSTILE WITNESS 
TIME: 4:29 PM MS BRIDGESS MAKES RECORD OF POSSIBLE CONFLICT 
REGARDING MR TELFORD 
TIME: 4:34 PM MR BUNDERSON MOTIONS THE COURT TO ACCEPT MR 
TELFORD'S PREVIOUS STATEMENTS BE ADMITTED AS TESTIMONY 
TIME: 4:35 PM THE COURT DISCUSSES MR TELFORD'S 5TH AMENDMENT 
RIGHTS WITH HIM AND ORDERS MR/TELFORD TO RESPOND TO MR BUNDERSON'S 
QUESTIONS 
TIME: 4:37 PM MR TELFORD REFUSES 
THE COURT AGAIN REQUESTS MR TELFORD ANSWER THE QUESTION 
MR TELFORD REFUSES 
THE COURT HOLDS MR TELFORD IN CONTEMPT AND WILL WRITE A LETTER TO 
THE BOARD OF PARDONS REGARDING HIS REFUSAL TO OBEY COURT ORDER 
TIME: 4:38 PM MR SNIDER QUESTIONS MR TELFORD 
TIME: 4:40 PM THE COURT RELEASES DEFENDANT AND ORDERS HE BE HELD 
LOCALLY FOR ANY POSSIBLE FURTHER QUESTIONING 
TIME: 4:43 PM MR BUNDERSON DISCUSSES STATEMENTS AND THEIR 
RELATION TO RULE 804.3(B) 
TIME: 4:50 PM MR BUNDERSON REQUESTS THE COURT REVIEW PREVIOUS 
TESTIMONY AND ADMIT STATEMENTS MADE BY MR TELFORD 
TIME: 4:53 PM MR SNIDER RESPONDS 
TIME: 5:27 PM THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF IT'S FINDINGS REGARDING 
THE 6TH AMENDMENT 
TIME: 5:29 PM THE COURT DOES NOT FIND PRESUMPTION HAS BEEN 
REBUTTED AND THE COURT WILL NOT ALLOW MR TELFORD'S STATEMENTS TO BE 
ADMITTED 
TIME: 5:30 PM MR BUNDERSON OBJECTS 
TIME: 5:31 PM THE COURT ALLOWS MR BUNDERSON TO HAVE STATEMENTS 
AND LETTERS MARKED BUT DIRECTS THE CLERK TO HOLD THEM SEPARATE FROM 
THOSE RECEIVED AT THIS TIME 
TIME: 5:32 PM Off record 
** STATEMENTS MARKED AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 1: 
STATEMENT OF TRAVIS TELEFORD - INTERVIEW BY DALE WARD - STATEMENT 
DATE 3-25-94 
STATEMENT OF TRAVIS TELFORD - INTERVIEW BY DALE WARD - STATEMENT 
DATE 4-20-94 
COPY OF TYPED STATEMENT - BEGINS ON 04-14-94 WHILE . . . 
COPY OF LETTER FROM TRAVIS TO NICHOLE MCCORD - HANDWRITTEN - 4 
PAGES 
COPY OF LETTER FROM TRAVIS "TEEMAN" TO BRANDON A DALQUIST -
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HANDWRITTEN - 1 PAGE 
TIME: 8:45 AM On record - DAY 3 
JURY NOT PRESENT 
MR BUNDERSON REQUESTS OPTION TO USE PRIOR STATEMENTS BY DEFENDANT 
IF MR SNIDER USES ALIBI REQUEST AND CITES AUTHORITIES 
MR SNIDER RESPONDS 
MR BUNDERSON DISCUSSES THE USE OF TRANSCRIPTS OF TESTIMONY OF 
WITNESSES WHO MAY REFUSE TO TESTIFY. 
THE COURT CAUTIONS MR BUNDERSON TO BE CAREFUL WHAT INFORMATION 
FROM THE TRANSCRIPTS IS SAID IN THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY 
TIME: 9:05 AM HEARING ON RECORD IN CHAMBERS: 
JUROR MORRIS HAS INFORMED THE COURT HE WAS CALLED ON AN EMERGENCY 
PARAMEDIC CALL LAST NIGHT. ANOTHER EMT MADE A STATEMENT TO HIM 
CONCERNING THE CO-DEFENDANT'S CONVICTION 
THE COURT INSTRUCTS THE JUROR NOT TO MENTION THIS COMMENT TO OTHER 
JURORS OR THAT HE HAD MET WITH"THE COURT THIS MORNING. JUROR 
MORRIS AGREES 
COUNSEL AGREE TO MR MORRIS REMAINING AS A JUROR 
TIME: 9:20 TRIAL RESUMES: 
THE COURT CAUTIONS ALL OBSERVERS AGAINST BEING IN THE PRESENCE OF 
THE JURY AT ANY TIME, INCLUDING WALKING INTO OR OUT OF THIS 
BUILDING 
TIME: 9:25 JURY RETURNED 
TIME: 9:26 DEPUTY LYNN YATES CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 11:05 JAMES GASKILL CALLED SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 1:33 PM DR TODD GRAY CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 2:03 PM DEPUTY DALE WARD CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 3:03 PM WILLIAM BRIAN STONES CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 3:50 PM TRENT CRAIG CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES OUTSIDE 
THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY 
TIME: 3:53 PM MR CRAIG AGREES TO TESTIFY WITH MR DAHLQUIST'S 
CONCURRENCE 
TIME: 3:54 PM MR CRAIG REVOKES HIS CONSENT TO TESTIFY 
THE COURT HOLD HIM IN CONTEMPT 
TIME: 3:56 PM MR BUNDERSON REQUESTS THE COURT FIND FAILURE TO 
TESTIFY UNDER RULE 8 04A2 
THE COURT ORDERS MR CRAIG TO TESTIFY 
MR CRAIG REFUSES TO TESTIFY 
MR CRAIG IS HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT 
TIME: 4:04 PM THE JURY IS RETURNED AND THE COURT GIVES THEM 
INSTRUCTIONS REGARDING THEIR DUTY AS JURORS DURING THE WEEKEND 
TIME: 4:07 PM THE JURORS ARE ORDERED NOT TO APPEAR AT WORK ON 
MONDAY. JURY FEES WILL BE PAID FOR MONDAY 
TIME: 4:14 PM JENNIFER COLLANTONIA CALLED AND SWORN-
TIME: 4:15 PM MS COLLANTONIA AGREES TO TESTIFY ON TUESDAY 
TIME: 4:16 PM MR SNIDER REQUESTS THE COURT RULE ON ISSUES 
PRESENTED BY MR SNIDER PRIOR TO TRIAL 
TIME: 4:28 PM COUNSEL DISCUSS ISSUES OF MR CRAIG'S TESTIMONY AND 
REVIEW PREVIOUS STATEMENTS OUT OF THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY 
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TIME: 9:02 AM On record - DAY FOUR 
COUNSEL DISCUSS ADDITIONAL CHANGES TO THE TRANSCRIPT OF THE TRENT 
CRAIG TESTIMONY 
TIME: 9:08 AiM THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF THE REQUEST FOR CAMERAS 
IN THE COURT BY THE OGDEN STANDARD AND OF IT'S MEMORANDUM DECISION 
TIME: 9:12 AM RECORD IS MADE OF EXHIBITS THAT WERE NOT RECEIVED 
TIME: 9:13 AM TRENT CRAIG CALLED AS WITNESS 
THE COURT INFORMS THE JURY THAT MR CRAIG PREVIOUSLY REFUSED TO 
TESTIFY AND THAT THE TRANSCRIPT WILL BE READ BY KEVIN POTTER 
TIME: 10:02 AM THE COURT'S COPY OF THE REDACTED TESTIMONY WILL 
EE MADE PART OF THE RECORD 
MR SNIDER REQUESTS THE COURT MAKE A FINDING ON THE PRE-TRIAL 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE THE TESTIMONY OF JENNIFER COLLINTONIO 
TIME: 10:06 AM MR BUNDERSON INFORMS THE COURT HE FILED A 
RESPONSE TO THAT MOTION 
TIME: 10:18 AM THE COURT AlLOWS MS COLLINTONIO TO TESTIFY 
TIME: 10:22 AM JENNIFER COLLINTONIO CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 11:27 AM DETECTIVE DAVID HANSEN CALLED, SWORN AND 
TESTIFIES 
TIME: 11:47 STATE RESTS 
TIME: 11:51 AM MR SNIDER MOVES FOR DIRECTED VERDICT OR MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
TIME: 11:53 AM MR BUNDERSON RESPONDS 
TIME: 11:57 AM THE COURT FINDS SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE TO PLACE THIS 
MATTER BEFORE THE JURY 
MOTION DENIED 
TIME: 11:58 AM MR BUNDERSON DISCUSSES MATTER OF FIRST IMPRESSION 
TIME: 11:59 AM THE COURT RULES THAT IT WOULD ONLY BE ADMISSA3LE 
IF IT WAS RELATED DIRECTLY TO MR DAHLQUIST 
TIME: 1:32 PM COUNSEL MEET ON THE RECORD TO DISCUSS JURY 
INSTRUCTIONS 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
2:13 ?M RICHARD WRIGHT CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
2:43 PM JAMES GASKILL RETURNS TO THE STAND TO TESTIFY 
2:48 PM DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT 109 IS SHORTENED TO TAKE OFF 
IDENTIFYING INFORMATION 
TIME: 3:17 PM JAMES SUMMERILL RETURNS TO THE STAND TO TESTIFY 
TIME: 4:00 PM Off record 
TIME: 8:46 AM On record - DAY FIVE 
THE COURT MAKE RECORD OF UPDATED JURY INSTRUCTIONS AND STATUS OF 
EXHIBITS 
TIME: 8:48 AM MR SNIDER PROPOSES TO PRESENT A WITNESS TO TESTIFY 
ABOUT THE EFFECTS OF DRUGS ON PERSONS 
5 0 AM MR BUNDERSON OBJECTS 
51 THE COURT ADDRESSES THE ISSUE OF EXPERT WITNESS 
53 AM E ROBERT RUSSO CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
05 AM THE COURT QUESTIONS THE WITNESS 
0 9 AM THE COURT REQUESTS MR SNIDER IDENTIFY MERITS OF 
THIS WITNESS TO THE TRIAL ISSUES 
TIME: 9:13 AM THE COURT WILL ALLOW THE WITNESS TO TESTIFY ON A 
TIME: 
TIMS: 
TIME: 
TIME 
TIME 
8 
8 
8 
. 9 
: 9 
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VERY LIMITED BASIS AS IDENTIFIED A3 THE RELIABILITY OF A DRUG USER 
TIME: 9:25 AM THE JURY IS RETURNED AND MR RUSSO TESTIFIES 
TIME: 9:55 AM MR SNIDER MAKES RECORD OF HIS VIEWS OF THE COURT'S 
COMMENTS AND THE COMMENTS BY MR BUNDERSON REGARDING STATEMENTS AND 
TESTIMONY MADE BY MR SNIDER 
TIME: 9:56 AM THE COURT RESPONDS 
TIME: 11:25 JENNIFER COLLINTONIO CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 11:54 AM JAMES PALMER CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 12:20 PM TRESSA GAHN CALLED, SWORN AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 12:53 PM COUNSEL STIPULATE THE COAT BE RETURNED TO MRS 
WESTON 
TIME: 2:15 PM JAMES PALMER RETURNS TO THE STAND AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 2:18 PM THE COURT QUESTIONS THE WITNESS 
TIME: 2:19 PM THE COURT DOES NOT ALLOW THE WITNESS STATEMENT TO 
BE PRESENT AS REBUTTAL WITNESS 
TIME: 2:21 PM JIM SUMMERILV CALLED AS A REBUTTAL WITNESS AND 
TESTIFIES 
TIME: 2:45 PM THE COURT EXCUSES THE JURY AND MAKES RECORD OF 
TESTIMONY REGARDING PISTOL 
TIME: 2:46 PM MR SNIDER PRESERVES THE RIGHT TO BRING THE ISSUE 
OF MISTRIAL 
TIME: 2:47 PM THE COURT DENIES MOTION FOR MISTRIAL 
MR SNIDER MAKES RECORD OF THE HEARSAY ISSUE REGARDING MR PALMER'S 
STATEMENTS AS TESTIFIED TO BY MR SUMMERILL 
TIME: 2:48 2M THE DEFENDANT MAKES RECORD THAT HE DOES NOT WANT 
FURTHER INSTRUCTION REGARDING THE STRICKEN STATEMENT 
TIME: 2:51 PM MR SNIDER PROFERS MRS PALMER'S TESTIMONY 
TIME: 2:56 JAMES PALMER RETAKES THE STAND AND TESTIFIES 
TIME: 3:04 PM DEFENSE RESTS 
JURY INSTRUCTIONS READ 
TIME: 3:24 PM THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF A PROBLEM WITH JURY 
INSTRUCTION 16 
COUNSEL AGREE IT SHOULD BE CORRECTED AND REPLACED 
MR SNIDER BRINGS UP THE MATTER OF DIRECTED VERDICT 
TIME: 3:28 PM MOTION DENIED 
TIME: 3:47 PM THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF CHANGED INSTRUCTION 
THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF EXHIBITS AND THAT COUNSEL IS TO GO 
THROUGH THE EXHIBITS FOLLOWING CLOSING ARGUMENTS TO ENSURE ALL 
RECIEVED EXHIBITS GO TO THE JURY 
TIME: 3:48 PM STIPULATION THAT IT IS TROY WESTON'S COAT AND IT 
WAS IN TROY WESTON'S CLOSET 
TIME: 3:50 PM MR SNIDER REQUESTS THE COURT REQUEST ANY JUROR 
3RING FORTH ANY REMEMBERED OR NEWLY LEARNED INFORMATION REGARDING 
THIS MATTER 
TIME: 3:52 PM CLOSING ARGUMENTS 
TIME: 5:15 THE JURY IS EXCUSED TO DELIBERATE 
TIME: 8:05 THE JURY PRESENTS A QUESTION TO THE COURT REGARDING 
THE USE OF THE TRANSCRIPT OF TRENT CRAIG'S TESTIMONY 
THE COURT MAKES RECORD OF THE QUESTION AND COUNSEL STIPULATE THAT 
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THE TRANSCRIPT CANNOT BE GIVEN TO THE JURY 
THE COURT PREPARES A STATEMENT INFORMING THE JURY THEY WILL NOT BE 
ALLOWED THE HAVE THE TRANSCRIPT 
TIME: 8:24 THE COURT IS INFORMED THE JURY HAS REACHED THEIR 
VERDICT 
THE JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT NOT GUILTY 
TIME: 8:30 Off record 
29-97 Filed order: ORDER OF TRANSPORTATION - JENNIFER COLANTONIO 
Judge bhadfiel 
Signed September 25, 1997 
HAND WRITTEN NOTE FROM STANDARD EXAMINER TO JUDGE 
MEMORANDUM DECISION - SIGNED BY BH ON 9-29-97 
PROSPECTIVE JUROR LETTER - DATED JULY 14, 1997 
FAXED COPY - NOTICE OF ALIBI DEFENSE 
LETTER - COURT TO REBECCA HUNSAKER - PROSPECTIVE JUROR 
LETTER - COURT TO CRAIG CHRISTOFFERSEN - PROSPECTIVE 
shaunaw 
30-
30-
08-
08-
08-
08-
08-
08-
08-
08-
08-
03-
C3-
08-
08-
97 
97 
97 
97 
97 Filed 
97 Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
JUROR 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
Filed 
•97 
•97 
•97 
•97 
•97 
-97 
-97 
LIST JURORS SUMMONSED 
JURY LIST 
POOL A LIST 
POOL B LIST 
PRELIMINARY JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
JURY LIST - SELECTION 
LETTER - JON BUNDERSON TO JUDGE HADFIELD 
18, 1997 
97 Filed: JURY INSTRUCTIONS AND VERDICT 
97 Filed: LETTER - KENT SNIDER TO JUDGE HADFIELD -
1997 
08-97 Filed: 
1997 
Filed: 
Filed: 
Filed: 
Filed: 
DATED AUGUST 
DATED AUGUST 6, 
LETTER JON BUNDERSON TO JUDGE HADFIELD - DATED MAY 21, 
•08-
-08-
-13-
-09-
-18 
-18 
-01 
-01 
-02-
-04-
-10-
-10-
9 7 PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
97 RESPONSE TO JURY FROM JUDGE HADFIELD 
98 ** Document #137 Microfilmed 11-13-97 Roll #28 ** 
98 Order to Temporarily Release File 10-10-97 Microfilmed 
2-12-98 Roll 29 
Fi led : ** Order of Transpor ta t ion,dated 09-29-97 Microfilmed 
03-17-98 Roll #30 ** 
Filed: ** Memorandum Dicision,dated 09-30-97 Microfilmed 
03-17-98 Roll #30 ** 
Fee Account created Total Due: 35.00 
REPORTER FEES Payment Received: 35.00 
Note: REPORTER FEES 
Filed: REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT 
Filed: TRANSCRIPT OF TRAVIS TELFORDS EXAMINATION - 9/27/97 
Filed: MOTION AND ORDER FOR PREPARATION OF TRANSCRIPT - DENIED 
UNLESS REQUESTED BY THE PAROLE BOARD - 3/10/99 BY BH 
99 Filed: OBJECTION TO REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT 
-98 
-98 
-98 
-98 
98 
98 
99 
kathij 
chrisjj 
chrisj j 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisji 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisj] 
chrisjj 
chrisj] 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisjj 
chrisj j 
chrisj; 
chris]] 
chrisjj 
kayw 
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kayw 
kayw 
iessic 
chris]] 
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inted: 07/13/00 13:01:32 Page 18 (last) 
ADDENDUM 5 
"Time Matrix Guidelines" 
Criminal History Assessment 
Prior Juvenile Referrals 
Prior Misd. Convictions 
Prior Felony Conviction 
Supervision History 
Supervision Risk 
Weaponds Enhancement 
Assessment Score: 
0 
1 
® 
3 
4 
0 
1 
3 
4 
4 
6 
8 
0' 
1 
2 
3 
4 
a> 
1 
2 
3 
4 
0 
2 
i 
o 
~l~ 
None 1 
One .___ 
Two to Four 1 
More than Four 
Secure Placement 
None 
One 
Two to Four 
Five to Seven 
More than Seven 
None 
One 
Two 
Three 
Criminal History Category 
Poor 1 6 - 2 8 
Fair 12 -15 
Moderate 8 - 1 1 
Good 4 - 7 
! Excellent 0 - 3 
Circle Correct Category 
More than Three 1 
None 
Prior Supervision 
Prior Residential Placement 
Prior Revocation J 
Current Supervision or Pre-Trial Release 
No Escaperor Abscondings 
Failure tcf Report (Active Off.) or Outstanding Warrants 
Absconded from Supervision 
Absconded from Residential Prog, or Extradition Requirements 
Escape from Confindment 
None 
Other 
Knife 
Firearm or Explosive 
Time Matrix Guidelines 
Crime Severity 
-flj Excellent 
c 
1 
•c 
O 
Capital 
\ 
^ ~* 1st* ! 
^Murder ^ Other 
144 mon 
120 mon 
^ W r r w r p 
60 mon 
60 mon 
120 mon 
84 mon 
60 mon 
60 mon 
60 mon 
Homicide 
2nd9 Sex 
84 mon 
60 mon 
48 mon 
36 mon 
24 mon 
Person Crimes 
2nd9 
3rd9 Sex 
36 mon 
30 mon 
24 mon 
21 mon 
18 mon 
3rd9 
24 mon 
21 mon 
18 mon 
15 mon 
12 mon 
Other Crimes 
2nd9 3rd9 
24 mon 
21 mon 
18 mon 
15 mon 
12 mon 
18 mon 
15 mon 
12 mon 
9 mon 
6 mon 
Misdemeanors 
A B 
12 mon 
10 mon 
6 mon 
4 mon 
3 mon 
6 mon 
5 mon 
4 mon 
3 mon 
3 mon 
Consecutive Enhancements 
36 mon 30 mon 24 mon 18 mon 12 mon 12 mon 6 mon 3 mon 3 mon 
Concurrent Enhancements 
18 mon 15 mon 
Date 
Name 
U S P # _ _ 
; X 
'. 
• 
•:} *<r 
•~~: 
< ' " 
if -
;/ 
12 mon 9 mon 6 mon 6 mon 3 mon 3 mon 3 mon 
Active Convictions 
Degree • Months 
r-. $-> 
ADDENDUM 6 
"Hearing Officer's Letter" 
r*\ v 
Michael O. Leavitt 
Governor 
Michael R. Sibbett 
Chairman 
Donald E. Blanchard 
Curtis L. Garner 
Cheryl Hansen 
Keith N. Hamilton 
Members 
State of Utah 
BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLE 
448 East 6400 South - Suite 300 
Murray. Utah S4107 A U Q U S t 1 1 , 1 9 9 9 
Tel (801) 261-6464 
Fax(801) 261-6481 
Travis E. Telford USP# 23999 
Utah State Prison U4- 510 
Draper, Utah 84020 
RE: Travis Telford 
USP# 23999 
Dear Mr. Telford: 
The Board of Pardons received your correspondence and it has been 
forwarded to me for a response. I have searched our records and find no 
documentation of you having asked your present questions of the Board before, as 
stated in your letter to Chief Justice Richard Howe . 
A 5 to life sentence, in the state of Utah' indeterminate sentencing system, means 
you may serve a minimum of five years which may also be for life, in other words you 
will not expirate your sentence and the Board retains jurisdiction over your case for 
life. The Board of Pardons may grant a termination of sentence or it may grant a 
parole date or it may choose to keep you in prison for the rest of your natural life. 
Regarding your question of concurrent or consecutive sentences, you have only one 
sentence, therefore neither apply in your case. It only applies when there are more 
than one and if a sentence is concurrent to another, it means both times are to be 
served at the same time. If a sentence is consecutive to another, it means one 
sentence has to be served before the other can begin. In this case (consecutive), the 
sum of all sentences can not exceed 30 years, normally for offenses of a lesser 
degree that in your case. 
The Board received another letter from you requesting explanation to the following 
issues: Regarding the check marks in the rational for decision form, they are self 
explanatory, where there is aggravation a check mark is done and where there is no 
mitigation no check mark is done and viceversa. 
You ask "how the defiance of authority was determined?11. Even though the court 
understood your reservations of testifying against your co-defendant, it found you 
guilty of Contempt for your refusal. At your Original Hearing, you told the Board 
member "I should have testified, and it's something I should have done, but I can't 
change something I have already done, I just have to deal with the problems that I've 
caused and what's happened". The Board member told you the Board was going to 
factor your unwilligness and reticence on your part, at that point in time, into their 
decision with regard to you and your sentence overall. 
Regarding your question of "what a staffing review entails". That is when your case 
was reviewed by the full Board after your Original Hearing and a decision was made 
regarding your case. You were told by the Board Member at your Original Hearing, 
he was going to present your case to them for review and decision. 
The information used in the decision was all information submitted to the Court and 
the Board regarding your case including police investigation reports, presentence 
reports etc., all information in your file w'as disclosed to you as acknowlegded by your 
signature of May 27,1998. 
The Matrix and guidelines is a tool that "suggest" the amount of time a person could 
serve . The Courts and the Board are not bound to follow the guidelines, as noted 
before, It is used only as a guideline. 
The Board can consider recommendations from other agencies such as the courts 
and the prison, however it is not bound to follow their recommendations. 
In the rational for a decision, the Board determined " a weapon was used in the 
commitment of the crime", It's not saying you used the weapon. It has been 
acknowledged you were not the person who actually used the weapon, however the 
Sentencing Court determined you were equally guilty of the crime. 
As for the misdeaminor offense of Contempt, it was not configured in the matrix. The 
only cime included was Murder, a First Degree Felony. 
Regarding your request for an inmmediate hearing or review, the Board will not 
consider any change to a Board ordered parole, review,rehearing date or conditions 
of parole without the express request from an assigned Case Worker, Case Manager, 
Treatment Team, Institutional Parole Officer or Parole Officer,etc. You should 
communicate with the appropiate channels at the institution. 
Sincerely, 
Maurice Escobar 
Hearing Officer 
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1 June 4, 1998, Salt Lake City, Utah, Original Hearing 
2 MR. BLANCHARD: You're Mr. Travis Edward tell Ford. 
3 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I am. 
4 MR. BIANCHARD: Mr. Telford, this is the time for an 
5 original hearing or first appearance before the Board of 
6 Pardons for you. My name is Don Blanchard, I'm a member 
7 of the Board and I'll be conducting this hearing today. 
8 You should have received copies of the various 
9 reports the Board has Did you get those? 
10 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I did, sir. 
11 MR. BLANCHARD: Have you had enough time to review 
12 all of those materials? 
13 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I have, I've had them for over a 
14 week. 
15 MR. BLANCHARD: Are you ready to proceed with the 
16 hearing today? 
17 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I am. 
18 MR. BLANCHARD: I need to put you under oath for the 
19 testimony that you give. Please raise your right hand 
20 for that. 
21 TRAVIS E. TELFORD 
22 was duly sworn, was examined and 
23 testified as follows: 
24 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I do. 
25 MR. BLANCHARD: Thank you. Mr. Telford, before 
1 proceeding with the hearing I want to recognize that 
2 there are some visitors in attendance; that includes 
3 your father and mother, are both here; also in 
4 attendance at the hearing today are the father and 
5 mother of the victim in this matter, Mr. and Mrs. 
6 Weston. 
7 The victim's representatives have made a request to 
8 testify at the hearing, I'll give them a chance to do 
9 that a little bit later on in the hearing. 
10 First of all, I'm just going to review with you the 
11 sentence that you're here for, and my basic 
12 understanding of what transpired. I'm going to give you 
13 an opportunity to make comments in your own behalf, also 
14 an opportunity to respond to any of the written reports 
15 you've already received. If you feel that there are 
16 comments or parts of those documents that need to be 
17 corrected or clarified, this is your opportunity to 
18 respond to that information. 
19 You are incarcerated here for murder which is a 
20 first degree felony, carrying a sentence of five years 
21 to life. The conviction occurred up in Box Elder 
22 County. You were committed to prison back in May of 
23 1995 after a trial, and you were held in jail for a 
significant period of time, for a total of about 425 
days, according to our records, prior to the time of 
24 
25 
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your commitment to prison. 
So, as you come to this hearing today, you have 
credit for a little over four years of incarceration, 
approximately 50 months. As I mentioned earlier, you 
were convicted at trial in this matter. The trial 
conviction occurred in April of 1995. The murdered 
victim in this matter was Mr. Troy Weston. I'm not 
going to probably go through every single detail of what 
transpired, but I'm g^ing to give a general summary of 
what I understand how this offense unfolded. Probably 
what's more critical at this point in time than anything 
is that the absolute truth about what transpired is what 
comes out, and is what is known and understood and made 
part of the record for this board to consider in 
determining what to do with you and your sentence. 
Mr. Weston had been involved in drug related 
activity himself as had you and Mr. Dahlquist. 
Apparently there had been some prior transactions that 
had occurred between the three of you, and there were 
indications that, whether it was real or rumors, I don't 
exactly know, but there was suggestions that Mr. Weston 
had sold drugs on occasion that were "Bad drugs" or 
maybe they were fake drugs, I don't know, and that there 
was some hostility directed toward him. 
There was indications that there was talk on the 
1 street, again, talk in the comraunity that there was an 
2 attempt to do him harm because of — on the basis of 
3 those kinds of issues. He had even become aware himself 
4 that there was some threats or some suggestions of 
5 injury being made toward him. He had talked with, I 
6 think, with you and with other people about possibly 
7 obtaining a gun for his own protection. 
8 MR. TELFORD: Yes, he did. 
9 MR. BLANCHARD: Ht. Weston was last seen by his 
10 family on March 12th, 1994, in the morning hours. He 
11 was found later that same day, according to my 
12 understanding, shot and killed out in the Willard Bay 
13 area up in Box Elder County. 
14 And Mr. Brandon Dahlquist went by his home, picked 
15 him out, drove out to the Willard Bay area. 
16 MR. TELFORD: Yes, that's correct, sir. 
17 MR. BLANCHARD: There's a couple of different 
18 versions that have been given of events, by you, as 
19 well. There had been some communication with him about 
20 a drug deal, and I don't know if there had been some 
21 suggestion about going out and shooting a gun or not. 
22 I'm not real clear on that. 
23 MR. TELFORD: Yes, there had. There had been 
24 communication between us three. We were planning on 
25 going out and shooting the gun before we went over and 
1 redid the Blazer that was stolen. 
2 MR. BLANCHARD: Was the gun a rifle? 
3 MR. TELFORD: It was a 22 handgun. 
4 MR. BLANCHARD: It was a 22 handgun. Did that gun 
5 belong to you? 
6 MR. TELFORD: No, it did not. 
7 MR. BLANCHARD: Who did it belong to? 
8 I MR. TELFORD: It belonged to Brandon Dahlquist. He 
9 still owed me money for it, but it belonged to Brandon 
10 Dahlquist. 
11 MR. BLANCHARD: He still owed you money for it? 
12 MR. TELFORD: I lent him the money, I lent Brandon 
13 Dahlquist the money to get the gun. 
14 MR. BLANCHARD: You went out to Willard Bay 
15 together. My understanding is that Mr. Weston was not 
16 forcefully taken out there by you. 
17 MR. TELFORD: No, he was not. 
18 MR. BLANCHARD: You went out there together. Again, 
19 like I'd said, there had been some discussion about the 
20 possibility of a drug deal. The gun was taken out, was 
21 shot, and according to your explanation of what 
22 transpired, at some point in time Mr. Dahlquist simply 
23 turned the gun on Mr. Weston. 
24 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I was loading the clip at the 
25 time and, you know, we were just sitting there shooting 
1 the gun. I had shot the gun and then Troy had shot the 
2 gun and as I was loading the clip Troy had shot off, 
3 because I had a pocket full of bullets that I loading 
4 the clip with, Brandon started shooting and Troy yelled 
5 and I looked up and Troy was getting shot. 
6 MR. BLANCHARD: Did you know that that was what was 
7 going to happen? 
8 MR. TELFORD: No, I did not, sir. 
9 MR. BLANCHARD: There's certainly reason to believe 
10 that there may have been some planning and discussion in 
11 advance, based on the prior discussion about being upset 
12 at Mr. Weston. 
13 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I was mad at Mr. Weston for 
14 certain drug deals that took place in and around Ogden, 
15 and I had had words with him before. And it was a — we 
16 had had words before, but it was the end of it, you 
17 know. I just told him to stop what he was doing. I was 
18 selling him the gun because I had heard that someone was 
19 I making Molotov Cocktails on the Thursday night before 
20 this happened to go throw at him, and I was — 
21 MR. BLANCHARD: Do you know if Mr. Dahlquist was — 
22 MR. TELFORD: No, I didn't. 
23 MR. BLANCHARD: — irate and upset with him? You 
24 must have known that to some extent. 
25 MR. TELFORD: To some extent I did know that Brandon 
1 didn't like Troy because Troy was just, I don't know, he 
2 just didn't like Troy. I didn't — I didn't think his 
3 hate, his dislike for Troy or his hate for Troy would 
4 extend as far as it did. 
5 MR. BLANCHARD: Did you know Mr. Weston probably 
6 wasn't gonna come back from Willard Bay when he got in 
7 the truck to go out there with you? 
8 MR. TELFORD: No, I expected him to help us sand the 
9 Blazer down and paint it that afternoon. 
10 MR. BLANCHARD: Why was there plans to paint the 
11 Blazer? 
12 MR. TELFORD: Because Brandon had stolen it from his 
13 parents and wanted to repaint it because — 
14 MR. BLANCHARD: How long did he think he could keep 
15 that secret from his parents? 
16 MR. TELFORD: I don't know. 
17 MR. BLANCHARD: I don't know if that all washes with 
18 me. I think the probability, the reason that it was 
19 painted was more because of the murder than it was 
20 because of — I don't know that for a certainty. 
21 MR. TELFORD: He had his parents' Blazer for around 
22 a month, month and-a-half, that he had taken. He had 
23 been on the run from his sentencing from his other 
24 charges that he is serving time for currently, and he 
25 had had that Blazer and he wanted to repaint it because 
1 there was a couple of drug houses by his father's work 
2 on 24th Street that we attended and he wanted to mask 
3 the color of it so that his dad didn't point it out and 
4 call the cops on us, 
5 MR. BLANCHARD: Did Mr, Dahlquist hand you the gun 
6 and require you to shoot a shot also? 
7 MR. TELFORD: No, he did not, sir, 
8 MR. BLANCHARD: Did he place the gun in front of you 
9 or under your chin as^you described on one occasion? 
10 MR. TELFORD: He put the — 
11 MR. BLANCHARD: And your hand on it? 
12 MR. TELFORD: No. 
13 MR. BLANCHARD: What was the point? What was the 
14 point? Why did he put the gun under your chin or in 
15 front of you? 
16 MR. TELFORD: He put the gun in my face and told me 
17 to move Troy from out in front of the truck because — 
18 MR. BLANCHARD: Well, did he « I had the impression 
19 from one version that I read that one of the shots that 
20 he fired, while he was holding the gun in proximity to 
21 you, but it was a shot that was fired at Mr. Weston. 
22 MR. TELFORD: Oh, he took the clip out of my hand, 
23 he took the clip out of my hand and put it in the gun 
24 and fired a shot at Mr. Weston while I was laying — 
25 I MR. BLANCHARD: On one version you gave, you said 
in 
1 you went back to the truck to get the clip. 
2 MR. TELFORD: No, I did not go back to the truck, we 
3 had both clips out. 
4 MR. BLANCHARD: You said that on one occasion for 
5 whatever reason. 
6 MR. TELFORD: That statement was taken by Dave 
7 Hanson, and he didn't have a transcript of it. And what 
8 happened was, when he Brandon popped the clip out of the 
9 — the empty clip out of the gun that he had emptied 
10 into Troy, he put it on the hood of the truck. When we 
11 got in the truck to leave it was on the hood of the 
12 truck and we had to get out to get it and hook up the 
13 fuel pump. 
14 MR. BLANCHARD: I didn't quite understand the 
15 hooking up of the fuel pump. Not that that's a 
16 significant issue, but was there mechanical problems 
17 with the truck? Why did you unhook the fuel pump? 
18 MR. TELFORD: We incurred mechanical problems about 
19 two to three weeks before on it. The fuel pump, the 
20 relay to the fuel pump went out, and so we had to run a 
21 wire so it was coming out the front of the grill and we 
22 had to twist the two wires together to get the fuel pump 
23 to work because we couldn't afford the relay board to 
24 the fuel pump. 
25 MR. BLANCHARD: You and Mr. Dahlquist had been 
1 spending quite a bit of time together? 
2 MR. TELFORD: Yes, he was homeless at the time, on 
3 the run from those — from his check charges. It was 
4 basically really bad weather in the spring, and I had 
5 him staying at my house, or other places because he 
6 didn't have any place to stay and I didn't want him to 
7 just sleep in his truck when it was cold. 
8 MR. BLANCHARD: Mr. Weston was shot a total of eight 
9 times. You, thereafter, helped him move the body from 
10 where it fell over into more of a ditch. 
11 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I did, about 50 yards. 
12 MR. BLANCHARD: You thereafter assisted with plans 
13 to go paint the Blazer. You, thereafter, whether it was 
14 under threat from Mr. Dahlquist or whether it was under 
15 your own interest of not being detected for having been 
16 involved in this incident, told various — initially, 
17 but told various versions of what transpired overall. 
18 Eventually you went to trial and you were convicted. 
19 Mr. Dahlquist went to trial and he was convicted. I 
20 think he was granted a new trial, I'm not sure if I 
21 recall the exact basis for that. 
22 MR. TELFORD: Yes, it was. He got granted a new 
23 I trial on the mutually conflicting defenses. 
24 I MR. BLANCHARD: And at the time of his new trial, 
25 I you refused to testify. 
1 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I did, sir. I refused to testify 
2 because of where I live. If I would have testified, 
3 there's people here that wouldn't agree with it and I 
4 was risking getting stuck (sic). 
5 MR. BLANCHARD: Mr. Telford, are you going to tell 
6 the truth at this hearing today? 
7 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I am, sir. 
8 MR. BLANCHARD: What is any more risky about coming 
9 to this hearing and teJLling the truth than going to 
10 trial and speaking the truth? 
11 MR. TELFORD: Because I'm not testifying against 
12 someone, against him personally. He is — he has been 
13 acquitted and this cannot be used against him, and 
14 whatever happens, happens. But I am not telling on him 
15 specifically. 
16 MR. BLANCHARD: Well, does that make you feel good? 
17 MR. TELFORD: No, it does not, sir. 
18 MR. BLANCHARD: You've compounded your role by 
19 refusing to cooperate with authorities in that trial, 
20 you've furthered the crime well after the fact. And I 
21 don't — I don't have much sympathy with your suggestion 
22 that you do that because it may make your time more 
23 difficult here. It's unfortunate that that's the way 
24 everything has unfolded. At this point in time I'm 
25 going to take the testimony from the victims in this 
1 I matter. They have indicated a willingness to testify 
2 with you present in the room. One or both of them may 
3 speak. I'll see once we get into that. I'll have the 
4 officer seat you to the side of the room and I'll ask 
5 Mr. and Mrs. Weston to come forward if they would. 
6 First of all, before I take your statements, just 
7 for our record I want to clarify that it's Michael and 
8 Robin Weston that are here present at the hearing and 
9 you are the parents of-Travis — the parents of Troy, 
10 I'm sorry, of Troy Weston. Do each of you want to speak 
11 or just one of you plan to speak? 
12 MR. WESTON: I just plan to speak. 
13 MR. BLANCHARD: I need to place you under oath then 
14 for your testimony if you would raise your right-hand, 
15 please. 
16 MICHAEL WESTON 
17 was duly sworn, was examined and 
18 testified as follows: 
19 MR. WESTON: I do. 
20 MR. BLANCHARD: Thank you. Mr. Weston, if you would 
21 go ahead and present your statement I may have a 
22 question or two as a follow up. All right. 
23 MR. WESTON: We are here to give reason and try and 
24 understand why a person as violent as Travis Telford 
25 I should ever be released and have an opportunity to be 
1 able to possibly kill again. And what he has put our 
2 family through, plus the fact he has left a five year 
3 old girl without a father will always be in our lives. 
4 Travis, a week before he murdered my son Troy Weston, 
5 beat him up with Brandon Dahlquist at a garage. This 
6 shows that Travis had a problem with Troy and also shows 
7 the murder was premeditated and not just a spur of the 
8 moment killing. With the acquittal of Brandon 
9 Dahlquist, I assumed Tjravis was the one responsible of 
10 the brutal murder of my son. His conviction backs this 
11 up. Troy was shot eight times. Travis took time to 
12 load another clip and shoot Troy some more. 
13 A person who could shoot anyone eight times shows he 
14 is without a doubt a violent person without regard for 
15 life and should never be considered for parole because 
16 he is capable of doing this type of violent act again. 
17 I brought with me the examination of Travis in the 
18 trial of Brandon Dahlquist on September 27th, 1997, in 
19 First District Court in Brigham City, before the 
20 Honorable Ann Hatfield, and it shows he still has no 
21 respect for the court system. He was repeatedly in 
22 contempt and told a letter would be sent to the Board of 
23 Pardons. After being warned about being in contempt, 
24 again, Travis's attitude was, So what? What are you 
25 gonna do? 
1 At a concurring or a consecutive — statements like 
2 this to a judge shows that he does not care about parole 
3 and has not tried to rehabilitate himself and should not 
4 be considered for parole* 
5 MR. BLANCHARD: All right. Mr. and Mrs. Weston, I 
6 appreciate your testimony, appreciate the statement that 
7 you've provided. I don't believe that I have any 
8 specific questions to ask at this time. The transcript 
9 that you have is a portion of the transcript from the 
10 trial? 
11 MR. TELFORD: It's all of Travis's testimony. 
12 MR. BLANCHARD: This board is going to secure the 
13 transcripts for our future review, but could — how many 
14 pages is that approximately? Can we take that and make 
15 a copy of that, or would you like that document back? 
16 MR. WESTON: No, I have an extra copy of it. 
17 MR. BLANCHARD: You already have a copy. I 
18 appreciate your submission of that document then, along 
19 with the testimony you've provided. Thank you very 
20 much. 
21 Mr. Telford, any response you would like to give to 
22 the testimony you've just heard? 
23 MR. TELFORD: I'm sorry for what I did, I can't 
24 change what happened. I didn't know Troy was gonna get 
25 killed that day. I knew people were mad at Troy, and 
1 that they were talking about killing him, but I didn't 
2 think it would ever transpire. 
3 MR. BLANCHARD: Had you been involved in assaulting 
4 him shortly before this incident? 
5 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I had, sir. 
6 MR. BLANCHARD: Tell me about that incident. 
7 MR. TELFORD: Troy been going around town saying, 
8 telling everyone that I was the one selling all the 
9 drugs and it made me m^di and I hit him a few times for 
10 doing it-
11 MR. BLANCHARD: So you had hostilities toward him as 
12 well as Mr. Dahlquist? 
13 MR. TELFORD: When I was hitting Troy for doing — 
14 for going around saying that, Mr. Dahlquist jumped in 
15 with a stick and hit him and I stopped him and told him 
16 he didn't need to do that, it didn't involve him. And I 
17 hit Troy a couple more times, and then Brandon hit him a 
18 couple more times with that stick. And that's when I 
19 I told him to stop and he opened up the door and let him 
20 go. 
21 I talked to Troy, it was either later that day or 
22 the next day, told him I'm sorry it came to that and I 
23 thought there was nothing more of it. I know now I 
24 should have testified, and it's something I should have 
25 done, but I can't change what I've already done, I just 
1 have to deal with the problems that I've caused and 
2 what's happened. 
3 MR. BLANCHARD: I can only tell you that this board 
4 will factor that unwillingness and reticence on your 
5 part, at that point in time, into our decision with 
6 regard to you and your sentence overall. 
7 MR. TELFORD: Yes, sir. 
8 MR. BLANCHARD: We would be irresponsible if we 
9 didn't. It's a tragedy, this whole thing. 
10 MR. TELFORD: It is. 
11 MR. BLANCHARD: Drugs — 
12 MR. TELFORD: Three families' lives over. 
13 MR. BLANCHARD: Taken one life, pretty well totally 
14 messed up two others, and endless other people that have 
15 been impacted by the whole scenario, and it ties back 
16 primarily to drugs, illegal drugs. 
17 MR. TELFORD: Yes, it does. 
18 MR. BLANCHARD: Mr. Telford, you will be here for a 
19 number of years, that is without a doubt. I'd go into 
20 your institutional performance, but it's not very 
21 significant at this point in time with this magnitude of 
22 offense. I'm not overlooking that information. Your 
23 institutional adjustment's been appropriate to this 
24 I point in time. I recognize that you haven't been a 
25 I management problem. Your prior arrest record is not 
1 real lengthy. You had a juvenile referral, couple of 
2 those were tobacco. It wasn't a very serious juvenile 
3 record, I think there was one driving referral on your 
4 adult record, one misdemeanor drug charge. Obviously 
5 you were well involved in drugs beyond the level of that 
6 one misdemeanor charge. 
7 MR. TELFORD: Yes, I was. 
8 MR. BLANCHARD: And then this conviction. And here 
9 you are, 26 years old ^ s you come to this hearing 
10 today. I will take your case under advisement to meet 
11 with other members of the board before a final decision 
12 is made. We will issue that decision to you in 
13 writing. I'm going to give you a chance at this point 
14 before the hearing's closed to make any other closing 
15 comments you wish. 
16 MR. TELFORD: I know that my institutional 
17 performance hasn't been very high on my programing, and 
18 that. I have let my job override my substance abuse 
19 therapy. I take pride in my job, and I have a lot of 
20 responsibility and I shouldn't let that override my 
21 substance abuse, but I have. And I try to hold my 
22 responsibilities because this is the only job I've had 
23 that I've held for more than six months at a time. I 
24 hope on getting into something on the outside dealing 
25 with the same thing once I am granted a parole, because 
1 I enjoy working at the greenhouse, I enjoy working with 
2 the plants. I wish there's a lot of things I could go 
3 back and change. If I could go back and change 
4 everything Troy would be alive right now. I might be in 
5 here on a different charge, and that most likely would 
6 have been drugs. It's pretty sad to say something good 
7 will come out of a murder because taking a human life is 
8 very wrong, and it's not right at all. 
9 But it did shock me enough to get off of drugs and 
10 to stop doing drugs. I hope to get into an intensive 
11 substance abuse therapy program once I am granted 
12 parole, if that chance comes around, to be able to 
13 change my thinking problems with the drugs, and try to 
14. adapt back into society. I hope to get into a substance 
15 abuse program here that will not conflict with my job 
16 because they're just now opening up substance abuse 
17 therapy at night time to where we can take care of that 
18 here, somewhat. 
19 MR. BLANCHARD: All right, Mr. Telford. I'll meet 
20 with other members of the board to staff your case and 
21 review it with them. As soon as we have finalized a 
22 decision we'll advise you of that through the mail. 
23 Appreciate the visitors for being here today, that will 
24 conclude the hearing. 
25 (Whereupon the hearing was concluded.) 
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tie Board of Pardons1 decision is based on the following factors: 
5GRAVATING MITIGATING 
OFFENDER'S BACKGROUND 
Criminal history significantly underrepresented by guidelines 
(i.e., more than 4 felony convictions and/or 8 misdemeanors) 
History of similar offenses 
Pattern of increasingly or decreasinely serious offenses . . . 
History of unsuccessful or successful supervisions 
*? 
ito y f u successful  su c s ful sup i 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE OFFENSE 
Use of weapons or dangerous instrumentalities 
Demonstration of extreme cruelty or depravity 
Abuse of position of trust, special skill, or responsibility 
Multiple incidents and/or victims 
Personal gain reaped from the offense 
OFFENDER'S TRAITS DURING THE OFFENSE 
Motive (intentional, premeditated vs.. impulsive, reactionary) . 
~ y Role (organize^ leader v&. follower, minimal participant) . . 
'is^ Obstruction of justice vs. early withdrawal or self-surrender . 
/ • VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS 
is S Extent of injury (physical, emotional, financial, social) 
r Relatively vulnerable victim vs. aggressive or provoking victim 
Victim in position of authority over offender 
OFFENDERS PRESENT CHARACTERISTICS 
Denial or minimization vg. complete acceptance of responsibility 
Repeated* numerous v&. first incarceration or parole revocation 
Extent of remorse and apparent motivation to rehabilitate . 
Timeliness and extent of efforts to pay restitution • • . • 
iture of programming; 
Extent of community fear, condemnation 
Degree of meaningful support system 
Nature and stability of release plans 
Unusual institutional vulnerability (due to age, health, other) 
Overall rehabilitative progress and promise . . • 
Lengthy history of alcohol/drug abuse v&. apparent rehabilitation 
Substantial continuous period in custody on other charges • . . 
Likely release to detainer 
OTHER 
file (\ dfcW^rnchj' j-y'rt-\ /ut ^ A^v-Af^ -TT^ 4c'bAi>Y' 
ADDENDUM 9 
"Trial Court's Order" 
SHAREL S. REBER (#7966) 
Assistant Attorney General 
JAN GRAHAM (#1231) 
Attorney General 
Attorneys for Respondent 
P.O. Box 140857 
160 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-0857 
Telephone: (801) 366-0353 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
TRAVIS EDWARD TELFORD, : ORDER 
Petitioner, : 
vs. : 
BOARD OF PARDONS, : Case No. 000900955 
Respondent. : Judge L.A. DEVER 
Having carefully reviewed all the pleadings submitted by both parities, being fully 
advised in the premises, and good cause appearing, and based on the following: 
1. Pursuant to prevailing Utah law, "the [Utah Board of Pardons and Parole's] 
exercise of its parole powers in setting determinate parole dates does not violate 
the separation of powers doctrine." Padilla v. Utah Board of Pardons and Parole, 
947 P.2d 664, 669 (Utah 1997). 
Bv 
Th l 9 w°, , S T - 1 C 7 COURT Third Judicial District 
SEP 2 71000 
\ ] SALT LAKE COUNTY 
Deputy c/erk 
2. The Board's imposition of a parole date in excess of the state's sentencing 
guidelines does not violate substantive nor procedural due process rights. "[S]o 
long as the period of incarceration decided by the Board of Pardons falls within an 
inmate's applicable indeterminate range, then absent unusual circumstances, that 
decision cannot be arbitrary or capricious." Preece v. House, 886 P.2d 508, 512 
(Utah 1994). 
3. The Board has a right "to rely on any factors known . . . or later adduced . . . in 
deciding whether [a prospective probationer] pose[s] a societal risk.... Northern 
v. Barnes, 825 P.2d 696, 699 (Utah App. 1992) a#W870 P.2d 914 (Utah 1993). 
4. Moreover, pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 77 -27-5(3), "[djecisions of the Board of 
Pardons in cases involving paroles, pardons, commutations or termination of 
sentence, restitution, or remission of fines or forfeitures are final and are not 
subject to judicial review." 
Therefore, IT IS ORDERED: 
1. The Utah Board of Pardons and Parole (Board) has not exceeded the scope of its 
authority by setting Petitioner's parole date in the year 2018. The Board's 
imposition of this date does not violate the separation of powers doctrine, nor 
does it violate Petitioner's substantive or procedural due process rights, where, as 
here, this date falls within the applicable range of incarceration for the crime 
2 
Petitioner was convicted and sentenced. 
2. The Board's consideration of Petitioner's unwillingness to testify at his co-
defendant's trial as a factor in determining Petitioner's parole date, is not subject 
to judicial review. 
3. Respondent's Motion to Dismiss is granted, dismissing Petitioner's Petition with 
prejudice. 
& DATED this fl^ * day of September 2000. 
District Court Judge 
3 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER, postage prepaid, 
on this / day of September 2000 to the following: 
Travis E. Telford 
Inmate # 23999 
Utah State Prison 
P.O. Box 250 
Draper, UT 84020 
C^U^^^L^-iL-^^J? 
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